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Gerontologia, feu Trattatus de Fure Senum, feu quatenus Ilud 
tum extra judicium, quoad jus Perfonarum & rerum, tum in 
judicio, fecundum Caufas ctviles, loculares @ Kicclefiafticas, €9 
fecundum Caufas criminalem in legalem confiderationem venit ; 

quem multis qua ftionibus & prejudiciis Quedlinburgicis colleum 

c? repletum, nunc primum pave juris fecit- Theodofius Scoepffer 

Adv. Ord. Quedl. Quedlinburgi Sumptibus ‘Theodori Phil. Ca/vi- 

fii. Literis Fobannis Georgu Sieverti, 1705. 1. ¢. A Difcourfe 

or Treatife of. the Honours due to Old Age, &c. By Theodore 

Scoepffer, Advocate in Ordinary at Quedlinburg. Printed there 


in 1705. 4°. Pages 292. 


Advocate who compos’d and finifh’d this Treatife at the 
Age of 73, in fpare hours. -He has fo good an Opinion 
of his own Work, that he doubts not but the variety of 
Matters which it contains will make it acceptable. "Tis a@ No . 
gay, fays he, wherein the Colour and Smell contend wbich ‘bal 
pleafe moft. The Index, at the beginning of the Book, fhews us 
the whole Occonomy of the Work. It is divided into two Parts. 
The firft relates to Extrajudicial “9 in refpe€&t to Perfons and 
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Things 


T HIS New Defender of the Rights of Old Age, is an 
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ings that relate to the Rights of Old Age. In the fecond, our 
hot, with the fame View, confiders the Civil Caufes of Ec- 
clefiaftical and Secular Jurifdi€tion, and likewife Caufes Crimi- 
nal. Then he puts the Queftion by way of Riddle, what thing 
it is that all Men afpire after, and of which they complain and 
are vex’d at, when they have obtain’d it. After having fhew’d 
that it is neither Marriage, Honour, nor Riches, I am of Opinion, 
fays he, °tis Old Age, which he confirms by the Affestions of two 
German Doktors, either not remembring, or elfe having never 
known, that Cicero had faid it before them im his Book De Se- 
nefute: Quam ut adipifcantur, omnes optant, eandem accufant 
adeptam. 

e afterwards runs through the Privileges of Old Age, and 

geckons up 50 which are reduced to the Privileges ef Vete- 
rans to certain Prerogatives of Honour, to Precedency and Au- 
thority in giving Suffrage in Confultations, to preference when 
Witneffes are to be heard, or when Officers. are chofen ; and to 
the Right of Punifhment, which belongs to Old Men, and the 
Refpett which ought to be had to them by laying eafier Punifh- 
ments upon them. He examines the Advantage which Old Age 
has in the Pleafure of Matrimony, and the Education of Chik 
dren.. He handles the Queftion, Whether it be allowable for 
Old People to marry, or to be married a fecond time. He proves 
the Affirmative by two Inftances: The firft is of an Ofd Man 

whom, after a long SicknefS, his Phyfician ( having ufed ali 
manner of Remedies to no purpofe) advifed at laft to marry, 
which he did with a Girl of 20 Years of Age; recoverd and 
begat two Sons, and liv’d afterwards in perte&t health to the 
Age of 93. The fecond is of an Old Woman, who was brought: 
to Bed of a Boy at the Age of 70. Another Queftion he pro- 
pofes, is to know, Whether a young Girl married to an Old. 
Man, may defire her Marriage to be. diffolv’d, becaufe of his 
Impotency. Our Author propofes feveral good: Methods. but 
which are not Infallible, to keep Peace and Union between 2 
Husband too Old, and a Wife too Young ; but that which ap- 
pears to him the moft certain, is to avoid Jealoufie. 

He treats of feveral other Queftions here about different 
Claufés in Contraéts of Marriage , the Paternal Right, Adop- 
tion, Maintenance, and Education of Children: The Rights of. 
Guardians and Tutors are explain’d here at length ; and the Au- 
thor thews, that by Rules of Law, Men of 70 Years of Age 


are. 
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are exempted from that Charge. From Perfonal Rights he goes 
to-Things that are Sacred or Prophane, Publick or Private. anz 
which comprehend the Means of Purchafing, as Contrasts, 
Prefcription, Servitude, Ufutruit, Inheritance, Pofizffion, Wages 
and Mortgages, Wills and Succeilions, being all Common Matters 
which allow no particular Rights in tavour of Age. 

Caufes Civil and Criminal, of Ecclefiaftick and Secular Jurif- 
di&ion, (which compofe the Second Part of this Treatife) com- 
prehend all manner of Judiciary Acts, wherein our Author fays 
Old Men have moft Experience. And here he fpeaks of the Du- 
ty and Ability of Judges, of their Competency as to Spiritual 
and Prophane Matters which are fubje€t to their Cognizance, as 
well as in relation to the Perfons who are fubje&t to their Jurif- 
di€tion. He ends with an enumeration of Criminal Caufes of 
all forts. He obferves that Execution in Effigie was firft praétis’d 
in France, next in Italy, and from thence came to the People of 
the North ; where, he fays, they inHi& the fame punithment 
upon the the Effigies of Perfons condemn’d for Contumacy, as if 
they were Perfonally prefent to fuffer. | 

Tis furprizing to fee how our Author has engag’d himfelf in 
a tedious derail of all forts of Crimes and Injuries, for the fake. 
of two or three Queftions only, which he treats here with re-. 
fpe&t to the Rights of Old Age. The firft relates to Incendiaries, 
whether Old People, convicted of that Crime, deferve a lefs 
fevere punifiment. The fecond is the Crime of Adultery, from. 
the fiafpicion of which, he fays, Old Men are freed by reafon of. 
their impotency ; but it is not the fame as to the Chaftity of the. 
other Sex, whofe Paffions increafe with their Age. The third. 
Queftion is to know, whether Old Men may fue for Reparation 
when reproach’d with the Accidents to which their Jealoufie ex- 
pofes them ; for Inftance, fays he, Quando Vocantur. gornuti?®  - 
when they are call’@’Cuckolds. 3 


Differtatio:: 
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Diflertatio Furidica de Scopelifmo in Alma Viadrina Prafide No- 
rss Doltifs. Confultis. Viro Domini Michaele Rhcdio.-F. V. D. 
&c. Inft. Profeff: P. Ordin anno preterlapfo benzvolo Erudito- 
rum cxamini Jubmiffa, nunc autem Recnfa, & Accefhione liifto. 
ricarum Obfervationum maximam Partem ex Md. Codicrbus Col- 
lefarum Autior in Lucem expofita: Ubi Imprimis Sileforum 
Bella privata Diffidationes atque guerré recenfentur ac illuftran- 
tur ex Monumentis fide digniffimis Auttore Joanne Godoftedo 
BaroneUrat. Siles. Francofarti ad Viadrum. Typis Chriltopho- 
ri Zeitleri. i. ¢. A Differtation on the Law of Scopelifm, 
and other forts of Challenges, pronounc’d in the Univerfity of 
Frankfort upon the Oder, with Hiftorical Obfervations. By 
Fobn Godfrey Baron, a Native of Breflaw in Silefia. M. Mi- 
chael de Rhode, DoStor at Law,€%c. Prefident at Franckfort on 


the Oder, 1705. 4°. Differtation Page 96. Obfervations 
Page 64. , 


ge as is an extraordinary. Crime, which brings Defolati- 
upon a Country, occafions the Death :of the Inhabitants, 
and the Ruin and Deftru€tion of Towns and Provinces. There is 
mention of it in the eth Law, Digeft De Extraordinariis Crimi- 
nibus, Which is explained in thefe Words: In Provincia Arabia 
cxomnouor, j. ¢, Lapidum Pofttionem, Crimen appellant, cujus Rei 
admifjum tale eft: Plerique Inimicorum folent Predium Inimici 
cuomn'Ce, 7. € Lapides ponere indicio Futuros, quod fi quis eum 
Agram coluiffet, malo Letho pertturus effet Infidus corum, qui Sce- 
pe poffuiffent. We fee this Crime took its Birth in Arabia, 
nterpreters fay it was in Arabia Petrés, whege it was a Cuftom, 
that thofé who had conceived an inveterate Hatred againft any 
one, laid a heap of Stones on their Enemies Ground, for a To- 
ken that they would be the death of rhofe who fhould come 
near that Field to cultivate it. That Crime was fo much the 
more horrible, becaufe they thought it an honourable Thing to 
cut one anothers Throats, and the Event thereof’ was very dan- 
gerous, becauie it was not only prattis'd betwixt particular Per- 
ions, butby Town againft Town, and Province againft Province. 
Our Author, after having given an Account of the Origin and. 


Nature of Scopelift, the better to make the Heinoufnefs of it 
appear, 
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appear, compares it toa Bafilifc, as being a Monfter that kills 
by its very Afpe&t; he puts under the fame Predicament, Chal- 
lenges of Defiance, private Feuds, the Affembling of People 
againft the Surety of the High-way and the Freedom of Husban- 
dry. He confiders the wife Precautions which the Roman Em- 
perors took to abolifh fuch mifchievous Praftices, by putting 
thofe to death that were found guilty of "em. Afterwards he 
reprefents the State of Germany, aiid particularly that of Sil/efia, 
with Breflaz, the Capital City ; the A&s of Hoflility practis’d 
there in former times betwixt the Families of the Nobility,: and 
by Towns againft one another. He gives am-Account of the 
Ediéts and Ordonances of the Emperors and the Princes of Ger- 
many, to reftrain thofe Diforders which weré too frequent in 
the 15th Century. He quotes. private Letter of an Anonimous 
Author in the following Words. Pax Hominibus bone Voluntatis. 
Venerabilis Frater & Fautor Carifime. Cum enim alias ad aquales 
Se mutuoin Polonia obligant Potatores, quorum judicio plus lakda- 
dabatur, qui piures inebriat, €7 Calices Facundiores exbaurit, nunc 
vero in noftris SileftePartibus qui plura perfequitur mala, incéndia 
€F Rapinas, is plarimum commendatur. i. e.. Peace to Men of 

ood Will. Venerable Brother and moft dear Friend: Whereas 
ormerly in Poland they had a Guftom to make Drinking-Matches, . 
and he was accounted the beft- Man who took the largeft 
Draughts, and made moft of his Neighbours drunk. Now in 
our Parts of Sz/efia, he’s reckon’d the beft Man who does the. 
moft Mifchief, iets moft Houfés on fire, and commits the great-. 
eft Rapines. | 

Among the A€tions that happened during thofe Feuds, there is- 

one very. memorable, relating to the Defiances. and Challenges 
betwixt the Towns of Sedine and Stergard. One Appelman, Contul : 
of Stargard (like an, other Maziliws ) cut off his own Sons Head - 
for having fent hima Challenge, and ow rd him himfelf for 
his Death. We have likewife in this Difcourfe the Treaties and 
Agreements made between Noble Families and Neighbouring - 
Towns and Communities, for Peace and Union between them-. 
felves, and for conféderating againft the'r common Enemies. 

The Hiftorical Obfervations of our Author have-_nothing materi- 
al; except fome few Pieces, whereof the chief are, The Edict of’ 
Pacification of V/adiflaus, King of Hungary and Bobemia in the - 
Year 1505. written'in German: Upon which followed the Gon- 


federacy, made by the States of Si/¢/e, which is join’d to ae a 



































72 The Ciozks of goyrruphe 
| Ivhan V. dated the 5th of 7udy in the oth Year o 
ran ba a Sinctied to the Bifhops of Po/menia and Mifiza, to 

fecute thofe that wrong’d the Clergy of the Diocefs of Bre- 
flau. There is befides an Addition of 10 miffive Letters from 
the Prelates and Great Lords of Poland, to the Nobility of the 
Kingdom of Bobemia, from Bifhop Andrew of Pofnania to the 
Council of Bre/law, from Cafimir, King of Poland, and others, 








Barthclomei de Moor veris Oeconomia Animalis Sex potius bumane 
Principiis Pathologie Cerebri Delineatio Prattica, in Bp Mor- 
borum Soporoforum per Notas Charatlerifticas Diftin&tio nec non 
Spafmorum Accuratior Diftributio traditur, Amfteledami. 7. e. 

Pra€tical Defcription of the Difeafes of the Brain, grounded 
upon the true Principles of the Conftitution of human Bodies 
at Amfferdam. By Gerrard Borfltus 1704. 4°. Page 593. 


) E muft not confound the Author of this Book with 
V V  saques Semot, who publifh’d a Treatife, De Concordan- 
tia Operum etae € Chymie. Printed at Leyden in 1702, and 
another, inticul’d, Faxdamenta Novantiqua Theorie Medica, Chy- 
mice nobilioris Experientia fuffulta. Printed the fame Year at 
Venice, which ate two very indifferent Works, to fay no more of 
em. The Author of the Book, now under Confideration, ap- 
pears to be a Man well skil’d in Phyfick, and very underftanding 
in the Matters he {peaks of. His Defign is to treat of all the: 
Difeafes incident to the Brain: He {peaks of Head achs, of ex- 
ceflive want of Sleep, of GiddinefS, Phrenzie, Melancholy and 
Madnefs: Then he treats of Inclination to fleep, of the Hydro- 
phobie, the Palfie, Falling-Sicknefs, ec. He gives a particular 
Account of every one of thofe Difeafes, explains the Nature of 
them, and gives us an Account of the Symptoms, Prognofticks 
and Remedies. Speaking of the Phrenzie for Inftance, he fays 
that this Difeafé proceeds not from the Inflamation of the Mem. 
branes of the Brain, as is believed by fome Phyficians, but from — 
the immoderate Motions and Diforders of the Animal Spirits. 
This immoderate Motion appears, fays he, by the quick way 
of {peaking, that Phrenetick People generally have, and by their 
fancying that they have. flept feyeral Hours when they have flepr 
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but a thoment ; the reafonis, fays he,becaufe that in half a‘quar- 
ter of an hours time they dream of a great many ‘more things 
than they were accuftomed to do in:a whole Night, whenwell, . 
and therefore when they awake they think they: have flept a ‘con- 
fiderable while. | crest Fi. ets iss 
~He defines the Phrenzie to be a' violent and diforderly Agita- 
tion of the Animal Sp'rits, produced by’a Fever, ‘which troubles 
the Underftanding. He explains this Definition, and illuftrates 
it by feveral Inftances: He afterwards comes to’ thé Symptoms t 
of the Phrenzie,and tothe Prognoftications,and from thence pro-. 4 
ceeds to the Indications. The Indications in this Difeafé; he 4] 
fays, ate firft to take away from the Animal Spirits, thus fet ; 
on fire fome part of the Matter that nourifhes it, and afterwards - 
to take away the Fever and diminifh the Motion of the Spi- 
rits. 
To deprive thofe inflatn’d Spirits of that which-nourifhes the 
Fire, he thinks there is no better way sthan Bleeding, but-that 
muft not be delay’d, for when it comes to a height, ‘twill be 
then unfeafonable.. Our Author fets down -feveral-Cafes, where» - 
in Phyficians ought not to Let Blood in a Phrenzie, Another 
way to.take from the Animal Spirits the Matter which feeds this 
Fire;_is to purge the Entrails either by | Potions or Glifters,, He 
- proceeds to-other Indications; and teaches ima -very: exaét man- 
ner how: the Phyfician ought to behave himfelf in this Mat- 
rer. : 
. In the Chapter‘about Melancholy, ‘he maintains ‘that. chéte is 
no Melancholick Humourin particulars: bur ‘in this Difeafe all 
the Juices are equally alter'd, he fhowsthat the Pancreas and the 
Spleen do not at all contribute to thofe Evils with which they 
- ate charg'd on this Occafton;.and-that all the Accidents which at- 
-tend Melancholy Perfons, :proceed only from the Crudity and 4 
‘SharpnefS of their Humours. = is eh a 
This Work is Practical, and contains ver" good °Obfervations, a 
efpecially concerning Melancholy, the ‘Palhe, the Lethargie, the ; q 
Epilepfie, and Madnefs. or ibs bat As to the ‘laff, it: 3 a 
‘Salt 5s na “| ; 
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Water is the greateft help ; but many” Peopleiare: card 
being thrown head-long into a River or fome Running Broc , 
He adds, that this Remedy is not new, for le treats of the mt 
Matter very clearly in the'27th Chaprer of hisfourth Book. ~- . — 
‘Phere is but one only Remedy, fa yokes agsielt Aadnef,.thatis 
to throw the Patient all of a fudden etait | 
| | i 
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and in cafe he cannot {wim, to take-him up and dip him again, 
till at laft he overcomes his Fear of Water. — ‘ARS 

Our Author gives us here the Compofition of a Pouder, 

which is pretended to be very proper againft this Difeafe. Take 
Leaves of Rue, Vervein, Sage, Plantin, Polypod,common Worm 
wood, Mint, Mugwort, Balm, Betanie, St. fobn's Wort and 
Century, of each a handfuls dry all thofe Leaves, and then beat 
them to Ponder. 

If we confider the Remedies which Authors preforibe againft this 
Difeafe, it will appear that they are all Sudorifick and Narcotick, 
whioli is neceflary to be obferv’d. The Sudorificks camry off part 
of the Venomous Humours by Sweat, and the Narcoticks ( be- 
fides their provoking Sweat ) {weeten the fharp Parts of the Mat- 
ter, which caufes the Diftemper. To produce thefe two Eifetts, 
M. de Moor advifes a Decottion of Afh-wood with Opium and: 
Sal Prunella. 

For the reft we muft refer to the Book it felf. 


_ 





—" 


A Colleftion of Voyages which tended to the Eftablifhment 
and Progrefs of the Trade of the £a/t-India Company erected 
in the United~Provinces of the Low-Coxntries.. The: Thitd Vo- 
lume. At Amfferdam, 1705. in Twelves, Pages74t. 


She that took delight to read: the two firft Volumes, may: 
_ expe&t to find as much Diverfion in the. perufing of this #4, 
—_. in fome things, feems to.be more diverting than the for- 
1. The firft Voyage mentioned-here, is.a fecond Voyage of Ste- 
ven van der Hagen, who was.Admiral of 12 Sail of D ftth om 
bound to the Ea/PRindies ; and the Voyage which a Ship of the 
fame Fleet, called the Delft, made to Baxtam on the Coaft of 
Cormandel, and other Places. Here we find a large Defcription 
of the Townof Goa, and of the Country wherein it is fituated : 
and above al, we havea large Account’ of their Cominerce,, 
their Weight, Meafures.and-Coins; the like Account’'is given of 
the Towns of Gatbin and Pegu. There are two Tones called 
Pepe, the old and the new ; the laft is furrounded with a lare 
te always full of Water, wherein they have put abundance: 
af Crocodils, on.purpole that none fhould attempr to fwim it. 


There. 











 foriffebombatys 1786. Fg 
There be fone among themof 30 Foor long, and fearce a day 
paffes but. they devour fome body or other, yet the Indiags have 
them in grreat Veneration as wellas the Apes. The Author tells 
us of certain A€tions done by thefe Crocodils and by Elephants, 
which are capable -( if they be'true ) to give Employment to the 
Certefians. There are Bats in the Kingdom of Pegz, of an ex- 
traordinary bignefs, who have little Horns, with which they do 
much hurt to People, whom they touch as the fly about. We 
have an Account in this Relation how the Duted took the Molu- 
ques from the Perrugucfe. They tell us of 4 certain North- 
wind that blows every Year at Palecate, in the Month of May, 
and lafts 15 days. At which time it’s fo exceffive hot, that one 
dare not venture abroad; and all the Gates and Windows niuft 
be fhut, by reafon_of the Wind, for when that cannot get into 
the Houfe, the Heat is the. more eafie to be endured; but thac 
which is moft furprizing is, that the Water which is kept in Pots 
during this time, is fo very cold, that ohe has much ado to en- 
dure it in their Mouth, tho’ at the fame time all other things are 
extreamly hot. 

We have in the fame Relation, a Defcription of the Ifle of 
Mas#rice,which lies in 20 Degrees,15 m.So. Latitude,and is about 
35 Leaguesin Circumference. The Country is high and moun- 
tainous, and the Sea full of Fifhes. 

The fecond Relation of this Volume, which is very well 
wrote, pleafant to read, and much longer than the other, is that 
of the Voyage of Cornelius Matelief, the younger, as- Admiral 
of 11 Ships in the Year 1605. ‘and the. three next following 
Years: Here we have particularly an Account of the Siege of 
Malacca, which this Fleet, with the help of fomeJzdians, un- 
dertock to attack, but without fuccefS,chough, in all appearance, 
nothing was neglected which either Art or Valour could do on 
fuch an occafion, but they were ill feconded by the Indiazs, the 
greateft Cowards in Nature. However the Dutch did not {pend 
all their Labour in vain, having totally defeated a great Fleet 
which the Porruguefe had fitted cut to chafe them from the 
baie; and to bring all thofe rich Countries under their Subje- 

on. : | ' 

This Relation contains a pretty full Defcription of the Town 
of Malacca , it rains there twice or thrice every Week  throngh- 
out the whole Year, except in January, February and March, 
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They tell usof a remarkable Paflage when they {peak of the 
Ifland of Amboina, which the Dutch had feiz’d, and from whence 
they chas'd the Portuguefe. Admiral Matelief coming to that 
Mand, called the Chief of the Inhabitants together, and asked 
them if they had any thing to complain of the Governour and the 
Soldiers, he bid them fpeak their Minds freely, and promis'd to 
do them Juftice. They anfwered, That they could much better 
endure the Government of the Dutch than that of the Portugue/e, 
and that they had no occafion to complain but of one thing, 
which was, that they gave them no manner of Inftru&tions, but 
left them to live like Beafts. If the Portugue/fe, faid they, bave 
inftruted us ill, do you doit. better, we are ready to. bear’ you. 
This Admiral promifed to give neceffary Orders for their being 
inftru€ted, and that they {hould have Sermons preach’d to them ; 
with which they were mighty well fatisfied, efpecially when a 
Man was given them in the mean timeto teach their Childrento 
pray to God, and to read and write. | 

There is in this Relation, a Memorial which Admiral Matelief 
wrote, concerning the Srate of Trade in the Indies, at prefent of 
little ufe becaufe the Faces of Affairs is now quate alrer'd, but it 
informs us what was the State of Trade when this Memorial was. 
wrote. It may alfo afford fome Satisfa€tion to compare the two 
different States together, and to fee whether they followed that - 
sear Advice, and whether he reafon'd juft in his. Conje- 

ures. 

He tells us alfo in his Relation, what Pains he took to féttle 
the Trade of the Durch in Chtma, the many Croflés he met with 
in that Enterprize; and the bad Succefs he had in his Voyage to- 
wards the Coafts of that vaft Empire; the Defcription of which 
is here given us, but having had a great many fince that time 
more exaét, it is but of little ufe. We tuft alfo take notice, 
that what they told us.of the Power and Riches of China, was 
very. Hyperbolical, for Inftance, they toldof us a Hall. where 
there was infinite Treafures, an incredible number of precious 
Stones of an unknown Value ; a Seat of Marble fer with foma- 
ny Carbuncles, and other Jewels, rarely wrought and inchafed ; 
that in the Night it gives as great a Light as a great number of 
burning Candless {uch a Phenomenon, if true, would puzzle 


the Philofophers to account for it. but we . 
was nothing but a Story. ¢ may reft affured, it 
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We have alfo an Account of the Inhabitants of rhe Cape of 
Good Hope, before the Dutch fettled-in that Country. ~ Iron ap-. 
éar‘d to them to be fuch a rare and ufeful thing,thar they gave 38 
Sheep atid two Cows for fome pittiful Circles ‘of Iron and” an 
Iron Ring, that were not worth above 20 Pence, and yer the 
thought they had cheated the Dutch-man; and it was Very dif: 
ficult at firft to bring them to Trade, becaufé they were extraor- 
dinary fearful and fufpicious. , | : 

. The third Relation inthis Volume, is that of Pau/ van Ce 
erden’s fecond Voyage to the EaftTndies, being Adm‘ral of-a 
Fleet of eight Ships in the Year 1606. It is not by far either fo 
full or fo curious as the former, Here we have an Account of 
the Siege of the Fort of Mofambigqua, feiz’d by the Portuguefe, 
and attack’d by the Dutch with fuccefS. In the Sea near this 
Fort, there are very dangerous Serpents. At the time of the 
Siege, a Boy. that was fwinaming near the Veffels was fwallowed 
up by one of thofé Serpents, who took him’ firft in his Mourh by 
the middle, and- went downto the bottom. Another. that was” 
only upto the Knees wafhing himfelf, was catch’d by the But- 
tocks, and had been carried away, if he had not immediately got 
nelp ; but the Serpent had tore him fo, that he-dy’d two hours 
after. We have here alfoa Defcription of the Ifland of Mofam-- 
bigue, with fome others that lie next it; as alfo of the Kingdom « 
of Monomotapa, which is very little known, and “fearce any 
mention made of it, but in uncertain Accounts; nor-can any® 
warrant all this to be true that they tell ushere; | 

The Defcription they afterwards give us of Goa, and its Neigh- - 
bouring Places, deferve more belief, becaufé this Country is -infi- 
nitely more frequented, and better known than Monomotapa. 
They take notice that upon the Coaft of Cormandal, and to- 
wards the. Mountains of Ba/agata, we may fee one part of the’ 
Fields well Cultivated, and all the Pleafures of Summer, and’ 
on the other fidea Country laid defolate-by Rains, where the: ° 
Air is dark and foggy, Thunder perpetually.- roaring, and 
{carce a minute free from Flafhes of Lightning. 

We have here alfoa wien of the Kingdom of Calicur,~ 
which is one of the moft confiderable upon the Coaft of Malg- 
bar, tho” it extends no further than 25 Leagues in length along - 
the Sea fhoar, and about as many ‘in breadth: The Inhabitants . 
of that Country believe € aswe are told ) that there.is one God’. 


Greator of Heaven and Earth, but a lazy God, who, that he. 
may. . 
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may ‘remain in Peace and QuietnefS, has given up the Charge of 
the Goveancestt cf the World to the Devil, who they alfo 
fay isa Celeftial Diyinity, to the end he may be a Judge upon 
the Earth, and Punifh.or Reward Mankind according to their Me- 
tits. They give the name of Tamer ain to God, and that of -De- 
ume to the Devil. This Volume ends with a Defecription of In- 
doftan,-which contains eleven Pages. Eek 





__ 


An Anfwer to the Queftions of a Provincial. Vol. I], 1706, 


at Rotterdam. \n120. Pag. 600, 


T° about two Years fince the firft Volume of this Work was 
publifh’d, the Second and Third are now publifh’d toge- 
ther, butat prefent we fhall only {peak of the Seeond-: Thefe 
two differ fomewhat from the Firft, As to which the Author 
explains himfelf thus in his Preface. He fays, Ibey differ from 
the Firft, becaufe inftead of a great variety of Tbings relating to 
Learning and Hiftory, and little matter of Argument, they contain 
abundance of the Latter, and but little of the Former. We never 
heard that any one did complain of there being too many Subjetts 
for Argument in the Firft Part. Bat we bave undérflood that 
many were difpleafed, becaufe there, was not enough; we bave 
therefore judg'd it convenient to alter the Proportion, by making 
that the Principal in this Sequel of ihe Work, which in the Firft 
Volume was only an Acceffary. : 
Though the Reafon alledg’d by Mr. Bayle (fays M. Bernard. 
Author of the Nowvelles de la Republique des Lettres) had- not 
determin’d him to this Method, he would have found himfelf 
obliged to it by his Defign, to anfwer feveral Perfons that had 
attack’d him, either ina dire€t or indire&t manner, upon Sub- 
je€ts that wholly depend upon Arguments. . But at the’ fame 
time we mult not imagine there is no Authority made uf of in 
thofe Chapters, where the Subject is nothing but matter of Ar- 
gument. Mr. Bayle, who has read almoft all Authors, Ancient- 
atid Modern, makes every where good ule of the Fruits of his 
studies: We find almoft, in every {top at his Text, paffages of 
vuthors formetimes long enough, belides Quotations in the Mar- 
in, with exad References. sea, a 


Mr, — 
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Mr..Bay/e goes on with the number of his Chapters fo that eh: 
; 7 BAS 


Firft of the fecond, Volume iis the 7$th.oi the Work, we that 
take a brief View of them. 


The firft Chapter examines two Queftions. 1/7, if Fuswedine 
of Bavaria, Countefs of Hol/end, did make ber Complaint oma 
young Prince, that her Husband was Impotenr.- 2w/y. i this 
Complaint was fo fhameful as feme aiicdge it was. As tothe 


firft of thefe Queftions, Mr. Baye cites fome Auchors that hold 
the Affirmative: Andasto the Second, he gives us his Judgment, 
That this Complaint was’ not fo infamous as its faid to. have 
been. He obferves, as he goes along, tome Miftakes that Mr. 
Hei/s has committed, in his Hiftory of the Empire, when he 
fpeaks of this Fagueline. | | 

There is mention inthe 6gth:Chapter, of a fecond Marriage of 
Mary of England, Queen Dowager to Louis the 11th King of 
France ; and upon this Subject he corretts the miftakes of fome 
Authors. 

In the 7oth. two Queftions are refolved. 1/?. If Charles de 
la Porte, Marefhal de de Mei/leraye, was a Proteftant? ad/y. If 
he was the Grandfon of an Advocate? Mr. Bay/e:antwers affir- 
matively to borh Queftions. The famous Dutchefs of Masarin 
has her place here ; and he quotes long paflages of her Memoirs, 
an a that were-made ufe of; Pro and Con, upon this. 

u ye ° - 

In the 71ft Chapter feveral Errors are corretted, concerning 
the Conftable Co/onna’s Wife, Neice to Cardinal Mazaria,_ Per- 
haps it might have been as well hdd Mr. Bay/e, who is a Perfon 
of fuch exquifire Judgment, told us for Good. and. All, that 
there isno Credit to be-given to the Avthor of the: Memoirs d’Ar- 
tagnan, and feveral other Works of the fame Author, without 
ripping up all his Faults in pafticular.. M.Bayles’s Authority in 
this matter, would have been fuffictent to undeceive rhofe 
who know not yet, that all the Books of this Anonymous Au- 
thor, (though very pleafantly writ) are nothing but pure Roman- 
‘ses; {uch as Pharamondand le Clehe is, in which there’s nothing 
but a glofs.of Truth. 5 : 

In the 72d and 73d Chapters, our Author examines, whether 
obfcene Objetts are moft dangerous when they are coarfly tepre- 
prefénted, and‘gives fome Inftances of the bad Effetts of Books 
of Amours. As to the firft Article, ovr Author quotes the Mo-. 
ralifts of Port-Roye/, the Jefuits,. the. Abbot of Bellegardes, aes: 
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M. Buillet, who feem to maintain the Affirmative, -Bat M. Bayle 34 
maintains, that if thefe Authors argue conféquentially, they mutt 
needs pretend, ft. That Ovid's Poems are more pernicious than 
thofe of Catullus. 2dly. Thar there 1s more danger in reading 
she new fafbion’d Books of Gallantry than thofe that were publifh'd 
in the beginning of the 17th Century, when the Bookfellers fold at 
any rate, La Mujfe folatre, les ufes raillies, PHiftorie Comi-— 
que. de Francon, &c. 1 acknowledge my Ignorance (fays M. 


Bernard) \ was ever till now of the fame Opinion with: thofe 


Authors that M. Bay/e has quoted, but-I took the Matter quite 
otherwife, I did believe, that the Books which {poke down 


right Bawdy, were-lefS dangerous than thofe that were wrapt 


up in clean Linnen ; not that I fuppofed they fhould both be read, 


. but becaufe I conceiv’d,. that as.foon as any one cafts an Eye upon 


the former, they will fee the NaftinefS of them, and throw. them 
afide, that the other might be read from end to end, becaufe the 
danger is lefs evident, and that none but a Perfon already de- 
bauch’d would continue to'read the Former, after he had feen 
the beginning of them, whereas it may happen, that Perfons 
who are not Vitious might read the Latter through, and yet 
not perceive the Venom till after they were infected. 

I underftand by thefe Propofitions which M. Bayle believes, . 
thefe Authors, whom ‘he. mentions, ought to fuftain that they 
take the Matter otherwife, and fuppofe both may be read, 
and there I leave them. “Tis without all difpute, that there is 
more danger in fwallowing Poifon alone by it felf, than when it 
is mixt with good Food, which may leflen the Effet of it. 
We hall fee it the Journalifts of Trevoux, whom My Bayle 
quotes upon this Subject, will undertake to maintain:the two 
Thefes he propofes to them: and if I maft fpeak my Thoughts, 
1 do not believe they will. : ; Aa 

He comes afterwards to examine Dr. King, the Archbifhop of 
Dublin's Book, upon the Origin of Evil, and {pends 19 ‘Chap- 
ters wholly upon that Subje€t. He does nor, however; refute 
the Book it felf, but only the Extra&t which I gave of it, fays 
M. Bernard,.and one place which the Journalifts of Leiphg have 
taken notice of, and { had omitted. M, Bayle fhews in his Pre- 
face, why he does not confute the Book in queftiom, and 
gives three Reafons forit. The firft, That the Book is hard to 
be found. The fecond, That the Author not having complain’d 
that the Journalifts had miftaken his meaning, it follows, That 


one 
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one might rely on the Account given of the Book: And the 
third was, That he had no other defign, but to make fome ge: 
neral Reflections on Dr. King’s Principles. Give me leave to 
fay (continues M. Bernard) that upon a Matter of fuch Impor- 
tance, as the jultifying of the Goodnef§ and Wifdom of God, it 
might have been perhaps neceflary, that M. Bay/e had read the 
Book it felf, which is but afmall Volume, nor fo hard to be 
got as he believes; fince being in Latin, many Copies came o- 
ver the Sea, he has too good an Opinion of the Capacity of thefe 
Journalifts, if he believes it impoflible for them to take the 
meaning of an Author ina wrong Senfe; and that.they can al- 
ways give fuch an exact Account of a Work, as to leave out no- 
thing, even as to the general Principles contain’d in it. 

It Dr. Kizg did not complain of the Journalifts, perhaps it 
was becaufé he had not feen their Extra&ts, or it may be neg- 
lected them ; as I know a great many Authors that-do, and yet 
are not over well pleas’d with the Journalifts. 

For my part I own, that | am fo much concern’d about this 
matter, that if 1 were in M. Bay/e’s place, I would fell all I had 
in the World to purchafe a Book, if I only fuppofed it might 
contribute, though never fo little, to deliver me out of fuch 
vexatious Circumf{tances. I am the moft deceived of all Men in 
the World, or M. Bay/e combats th’s learned Prelate upon fich 
Principles as he will exprefly deny. He is very fenfible that 
the Englifh Divines-do not hold, in every thing, the fame Prin- 
ciples which are common among others of the Reformed. To 
propofe then to them, that which School Divines have taughr, 
or what is ufually taught about the Inability, For inftance, Of 
Good Angels to commit Evil, and of the Devil to do Good. I 
fancy that would be to fight them with Weapons which would 
not affect them. Ina word, as I am perfwaded that Dr. King 
will admire to find M. Bayle deny him fuch things which he 
thinks are unqueftionable, fo I believe M. Bayle will be no 
lefS aftonifhed to find, that if Dr. King did anfwer him, he 
would deny him many Propofitions, which he fuppofes this Pre- 
late receives as true, Thus | conclude, that the moft fine as 
well as the moft ufual way is, never to confute a Rook without 
having read it, if a Man defigns to confute it folidly. 

As for what remains, I would not be thought to be in every 
thing (fays M. Bernard) of Dr. King’s Principles. One thing | 
am periwaded of as well.as he, _ of which all good Chrifti- 

ans 
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ans.ought to be convine’d, as. well as my, elf, thatis, that tho’ 
we had no Revelation, we. might by ftrength of Reafon alone, 
difcover Charaéters Pin of Power, Wifdom, and Goodnefs, 
in all the Works of the Univerfe, fo. as.to.conclude, that this. 
World was form’d, by one only Being fovernigal Powerful Wife, 
and Good, without falling either into the abfurd Sentiment of. two 
Principles, or intoAtheifm, which are two Abyfies,. that it feens 
M. Bayle believes to be. unavoidable, if, we-fet Revelationafide *. _, 
The firft. of Dr. King’s Principles. which. he examines is, [bat 
God affs always for an End, and that this End. in-the Creation: of 
the World, was-to exercife his Power. and his. Might, or to-Com-. 
municate bis Goodne/s ; that it is. only improperly. faid, That.Godi 
created all Things for bis Glory, ™. Bayle allows this Principle, 
and that’s almoft the only. thing wherein-he agrees. with his Ad- 
verfary. He alfo proves it at length, and does not. omit to ob- 
ferve, that I (lays M. Berard) thought this Principle good. 1 
do not difownit, .*tis not.an Opinion that is peculiar to Di; ~ 
Kin M. Bayle, and: my felf; the famous. M. Troachin, Pro-. 
fellor of Theology at;Geneve, who died lately, taught it pofi- 
tively in his Notes-upon Wendelin, which. go about. in. Manus: 


{eript.. | : 
Our Author, who.does. not fpare his Adverfary, in any thing, 
cavils with, him, becaufe. {peaking of: the Attributes,which God 


aetigr'd. ta mmantet in se ie sg the World, he put his: 
rowet Or, Might before. bis Goodnef§ ,; and. pretends, that his, 
Goodne ch before sy 


rodnefS ought, to haye been. plac’d. his Strength. It’s. 
_ probable Dr. King. will not differ with him uponthis Subjet, but, 
it may be will.ask him, if he himfelf be always fo. in the. 


choice of:his > | ime fee ve 
faid,. thar, there, is. more Phyfical. or Natural: Goods 


orld, .M..Bayle-denies. this F 
“\s on his, } ‘ ils . : ib 
. py eee all the. falfe. Jodgracars whit; 


n which the DeSor:found it: And -to- 
ewife what-Dr. King had afferted, That she eftar. 
hire ciples docs not remove the difeculty about the. 
Wf caufe.tt ts as much repugnans to, she Divinex 
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Goodnefs to have created Beings, which be forefaw would be car 
rupted by another Principle 5, as to bave created thofe which were 
corruptible in themfelves. 1 {hall obferve by the way ‘(fays'M. 
Bernard) that M. Bayle does not fight Dr. King upon equal 
Terms, becaufe M. Bayle has not yet laid down any Syftem, but 
endeavours only to ruine thofe that are eftablifh'd; fo thar thete 
are no common Principles betwixt him and his Adverfary ; nay, 
it may be not thofe very Axioms of Metaphyfick, which have 
hitherto been generally own’d by all Dogmatick Philofophers : 
Whereas Dr. King being an Archbifhop, who makes Profeffion of 
the Chriftian Religion in general, and of the Reformed Religion 
in particular. M. Bayle oftentimes quotes Orthodox Divines a- 
gainft him, being perfwaded that the Archbifhop will take care 
how he contradicts them. . But might not Dr. King fay to M. 
Bayle, You bave laid afide all the Maxims of Chriftianity to com- 
bate againft me, and to confute a Book wherein I have only made 
ufe er the Principles ef found Reafon. Suffer me alfo, I pray you, 
uf fome Moments, to forget. that lama Chriftian, and difpute 
with you only as | am a Man; you have hitherto aifed the part of 
an Affailant, pray 6% 4 once ail the part of a Defendant. 
What do you believe? What are the Principles that you agree to, 
do you believe that twice Two make Four , that the Whole is great. 
er than the Part? This is not a generous way, to Hack and Héw 
a poor Author thus, and keep your felf out of Arms reach, Lee 
us fee you, if you pleafe, that we may know at leaft-whether you 
be vulnerable or invulnerable. You fay that all Orthodx Divines 
agree, abfolutely fpeaking, it bad been eafy for God to have kept 
Man in a State of Innocence. But, Sir, do you agreeto this? ~ 
M. Bayle denies alfo to Dr. King, that all which is drawn fiom 
matter muft of neceflicy be fubje€t to Pains, Difeafes, Grief, &'c, 
And to confute this, feems. to build upon the Opinion of Oc- 
cafional Caufes, as if ic were an uncontrovertible Opinion ; whén 
at the fame time it has almoft as few * Followets in Baglend as 
in the Country of the Hurons, Thete is nothing foeafy, as to 
confite the Sentiments of an Author this way. But it were to 
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wifh’d that M. Bayle had refrain’d from fome jocular Expreffions 
in a Subje€t fo ferious as this; which concerns the Creator of 
the Univerfe, of whom no Body — to fpeak, but witha holy 
Dread. Thus (fays he) Pag. 103. Would a Manichee conclude,. 
Let us exculpate the good Principle, he has been crofs’d by the 
bad one, Chat has bis Fellew for bis Wafer: This Proverb 
fmells too much of prophane Rhetorick, to be applied’ to the 
Great Mafter of the Univerfe. And the greateft Manichee would 
difown thofe words, if they were put to him Bur we fhall 
find occafion * elfe where to take notice of his difrefpet-. 
ful’ Expreflions, when he treats of the Divinity ,; but are 
willing to believe that our Author did not confider what he 
faid. 

He puts a Queftion, Pag.105. To what purpofe ferve the Pains 
of Child bearing? He anfwers; To call for a He or a She Mid. 
wife. He puts this Inftance in the Margin, That a Womanina 
WildernefS will feel as much Pain as tha City. And no doubt 
he would conclude from thence, that thofe-Pains do confequent- 
ly ferve for nothing. If he knew no other ufe of thefe Pains, he 
might have confulted fome Phyfician, andthey would have ih-. 
form’d him of the Matter. [I have known thofe who would 
have cenfur’d this as poor impertinent Stuft. 

He denies that Miftake and Ignorance are the natural Fffe&ts of 
Man’s imperfection ;. and quotes upon that Head moft part of 
Divines, whovbelieve that Adem was created fo Learned, that 
though his Knowledge was not Infinite, it would be-a manifeft 
Abfurdity to maintain. that he was in Error or Ignorance. M. 
Bayle would be at a loi$ to quote one Divine, who-has taught, 
that Adam was ignorant of nothing, though they commonly fay. 
he had an infufed Knowledge, He corre€ts this Expreffion in the 
Margin. But be thatvas it will, I-do not underftand, (fays M. 
Bernard}) what M. Bayle can conclude on this Remark againft 
Dr. King , for the Authority of Divines will fignifie little, where 
the matter in hand.is point: of Argument: M. Bayle who looks 
upon the Teftimony: of all: Mankind, in favour of the Being of a: 
God, to be nothing, a€ts very inconfequentially, to tell us. at-every: 
turn, Bvery Body, believes this, and every. Body, believes. that. 
And ‘tis the Opinion of Divines, befides as to the knowledge of 
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the firft Man, he knows well enough the Opinion of Father 
Malebranche, He fays-Pag. 112. that he has not feen any An- 
. fwer, wherein the Author's don’t fuppofe that there is only ore 
manner of Aéting, which God could follow. ~’Tis true, there 
are many Philofophers and Divines who have taid down that as 
a Principle, and have proved it, Thatas God is foversignly 
Wife, he always a&ts in the wifeft Manner, and that there can 
be but one Manner-which is the moft Wife. I do not fay thae 
this is my Opinion. But if M. By/e does not believe it to be 
true, it would feem requifite he {hc uld confute it. Thofe who 
are for this Opinion fay, that it is far from being a Blemifhi to 
the infin're Wifdom of God. This is rather an intailible Proof of 
it: For it neceflarily follows, that his Knowledge can no ways 
be limited, fince among fuch ari infinite number of Plans as he 
had to follow, he knew that which was the moft perfe&t, and 
fubje€t to the feweft Inconveniencies. 

M. Bayle afterwards accufes his Adverfary of having contra- 
di€&ted himfelf, and then comes to treat of Man’s Free-Will, he 
alledges it is not needful, in order to a Man’s efteeming himfelf 
to be happy in his good Choice, for one to be perfwaded that 
this Choice was made by the ftrength of his own Free-Will. 
He confutes all this by Experience, and alledges feveral forts of 
Men that do not think their Happinefs depends upon their Liber- - 
ty ; and in this Cafe does not forget the Myfticks, whofe Hapr 
pinefS, fays he, Is wever greater than when the Spirit of God falls 
upon them after fach a manner that he feizes = tet their Facul. 
ties, reduces them to a flate of lnittion, and takes.upon him-tbhe 
Charge of moving them only bimfelf. Upon. this Subjeét M. . 
Bayle {hows a great deal of Learning, and quotes I know not 
how many Authors Ancient and Modern, Poets and others, 
But he ought to have prov’d to Dr. King, that all thofe People 
who have fuffer’'d themfelves to be condu€ted by others, &%c. 
did not by a preceeding A& of Free-Will, chufe this as the beft 
way for them: For to fuppofe, That after a. Man has-examin’d. 
a Ship which he finds to be good, and the Pilot whom he finds . 
to be skilful, refolves very freely to go on board, and to entruft= 
himfelf to the Conduét of this Pilot: To fappofe that this Man, . 
in order to preferve the freedom of his Will, muft needs, at: 
every. Motion which the Pilot makes on board the Ship, and: 
at every Order he gives out, maks a: Free A€tvofhis Will, by> 
which he confents to that. Motion,. and without which he is. — 
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ifee  This-is certainly what Dr. King never alledg’d, and ex: 
cept he had maintain’d this Propofition, moft part of M. Bay/e’s 
Inftances fall of themfelves. There has been Commanders, fays 


he, that would rather have loved to be Vi€torious by the favour 


of the Gods then by their own Valour, but did they make this 
preference of their own free Will? Or could they have avoided 
this preference? Had they any Pleafure to vanquifh after this 
manner, becaufe they would have pleafure in it. Thefe are 


probably the Queftions which Dr. King will ask, but for my part, 


{ays M. Bernard, who have a different Notion of Liberty from 
what the Arch-bifhop has. I donot concern my {elf in this par- 
ticular Article. M. Bayle brings feveral other Reafons againft 
his Adverfarie’s Opinion of Liberty. He afterwards anfwers that 
Queftion of Dr. Kings, Why God permitted Sin. He. pretends 
that the Inconveniencies which the Doftor alleges, in cafe God 
had not created a Being endow’d with a Liberty or Freedom, as 
this Prelate conceives it, are all together null. He fays the 
fame thing of what the Arch-bifhop advances to fhow, That 
God was not oblig’d to imploy his Omnipotent Power to hinder 
thofé free Agents frcm abufing their Freedom,nor tranfport them 
into another Habitation, where they fhould have had no occafion 
that could have prompted them to make a bad Choice. 

I fhall make one General Remark, fays M. Bernard, upon this 
Subje&t, which may be applied to many other Parts of this 
Controverfie, and that is, thar M. Bay/e does cunningly feparate 
the Inconveniencies which Dr. King propofes, that he may con- 
fute them with more eafe, without taking notice, that di- 
vers reafons, which taken feparately, wovld not deter- 
mine one to att after a certain manner, yet might determine it if 
they acted conjointly. I havea mind to go to fuch a Town, I 
have a very prefling reafon that hinders me, and 1 have 
others that incline me toundertake the Journey ; every one of 
thefé are lef than that which fhould determine me not to go ; but 
taken altogether, they caft the Balance. You do nothing at all 
to hinder me from going the Journey, if you fatisfie your felf to 
refute each of the Keafons apart, that made me determine to 
go; you muft make one Argument of them all, and convince 
me that all of them together are not fo {trong as that one which 


fhould hinder my proceeding onmy Jonrney. As to the reft I 


fhall only take notice as 1 go along, fays M. Bernard, that M, 
Bayle wrongs the Calvinifts, if he pretends they teach that we 


a: 
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are not the free Cafés of our Determinations ; they fpeak of 
Liberty. in as.ftrong Expreffions as thufe who make it ro confift in 
Indifference, though they have another Idea of it, and there- 
fore are very ill match’d here with the Spinofifts. 

One thing which proves it to have been neceflary that M. 
Bayle fhould: have read Df. King’s Book, is his way of confute- 
ing what Dr. King has faid of the Torments of rhe Damn’d, . 
That they are ufeful perhaps to keep good People to their ! uty, 
and make them perfevere in well doing. M. Bayle pretends that 
this cannot be underftood of the Saints in Paradice, who have 
noe occafion fos fuch.a Carb, but it may be Dr. King will nor al- 
low-it him, but-maintain that the Confirmation of Saints in: do- 
ing Good, is not the. Confirmation. of. an Enthufiaft; fup- 
ported by no Motives, of which number Dr. King {uff 
that the Example of the Damn’d may: be one. In the mean 
time M. Bayle, fuppofing it not to be fo, conje€tures: that Dr. 
King would infinuate, that after the Refurre€tion, there willbe —: 
new People upon the Earth: This is the Effe€&t of confuting a - 
Book which M. Bay/e never read. Is this only to make genefalf 
Refle€tions upon-an Author's Principles? Does it’ not appear on.» 
the contrary to all Mankind thar reads M: Bay/e’s Bock; thati he” 
had a defign to confute his Adverfary ftep by ftep,; as far as-his 
Arguments were known to: him ? 

n the Page immediately following; M: Bay/e: leaves: Dr. King» 
to fall upon me, fays M. Bernard, and ‘to teach me that Teought: *: 
not to have faid that the Magiftrates do not properly infli& Pi- 
nifhments for the Corre&tion of ill Men, whereas I believe that’ - 
I might and ought to have faid it; as I {hall make it plain in'my’ - 
Anfwer ; but todivert the Reader.a little; L-fhall iat’ them ~ « 
with a Remark which M. Bay/e put in the i ’ his Book.° - 
This Remark contains a Reafon to prove that Magiftrates) have ~ 
in view the Correftion of wicked People by the: Panifhments? - 
which they infli€t upon them. It’s likely that M. Bayle-did ‘not®: 
think on’t till too late, fo that not being able to infert it'in‘ the *- 
Text, he. was glad to: crowd it into the Matgin, the® reafon’is® - 
thus, There are debaucb’d Maids, fays he, who are put by their 
Parens into Houfes of Corrections: om purpofe that Labour-and -' 
bard Fare, might engage them to renounce their bad Inthnations. » - 
But to make: this Reafon good againft me, who fpoke only: of « 
me ar M. Bayle muft fappofethar: none but. Magiftrates ~ 
canfe: their Daughters to be-thusimprifon’d, and tharthey:do it~ 
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as Magiftrates and not as Parents. Thisisa happy Difcovery, 
and a new Method to attain to Magiftracy without: Intrigue 
or Cabal, any Man that has Danes needs only let them go 
to Houfes of Debauchery, then fhut them up in a Houfe of Cor- 


reftion, and thus he prefently becomes a Magiftrate. This is 
the Fruit of Mr. Bay/e’s Itch, to contradi&t every thing. 


— 





Les Premiers Elemens des Sciences,ouw Entrée aux Connoiffances So- 
lides en divers entretiens proportionez a la portee de Commen- 
cans €9 Suivis d’un Effay de Logique. The firft Elements of 
Sciences, or an Entrance into Solid Knowledge, in divers Enter- 
tainments, proportion’d to the Capacity of Beginners, and 
follow’d by an Effay on Logick. At Paris, by Fred Leonard, 
1706. in 120, Pages 470. 


Ather Lamy, a Benedi€tine Friar of the Society of St. Mazur, 
FE who has writ many other Books, is the Author of this: 
© °Tis, what he fays, he could not avoid; it was not in his 
© Power to give a denial to Friendfhip, Complaifance and Duty. 
© In a word, ’tis the Effetts of his Deference to fome Perfons 
* that were great Lovers of Sciences, but full of Prejudices and 
* Errors; and who,in all the Works that he had advifed them to, 
to pave their Way for an Entry into Solid Knowledge, found 
* nothing that fitted their Capacity, or defcended’ low enough 
* for them, or where things were rang’d with Conne&ion, and 
* Method enough to affift their Underftanding, and to carry them 
© naturally to. what they aim’dat. 1.) © i 

So that the Defign of Father Lamy, in publifhing this Book, 
was to affift Beginners, and facilitate their Study of /earning to 
know themfelves, and to give them Rules for their Conduét in 
the Search of all ufeful and important Truths, wherein he ex- 
plains himfelf at length in a Preface that has no other Title but 
this Word, Defigen. : 

The Work is writ by. Way of Dialogue. There are but two 
Interlocutors, Timandre and Arfile : The latter is @ young Man 
of true. Fudgment ‘and good Senfe, but a Novice in Sciences, and 
encompassed with all the Prejudices of Infancy and Education. 
Timandre is an Intelligent Monitor, who Inftru&ted. Afile, told 


him 


PES 
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him the Way be ought to walk in, and the By-Ways he wastoavoid —* 
 ifhe would arrive at the Knowledge he defign’d to acquire. 

Father Lamy gives us at firft the definition of fome Terms — 
which he makes ufé of in the Profecution of his Enrertainments, 
a Method fit to be ufed by Authors that creat ot Matters ab- 
ftraéted and little known, for the Reader would the better and 
fooner underftand the true {enfé of the Words, and apply pro- 
per Ideas to them. | 

Our Philofopher has divided his Book into 14 Entertainments : 
In the firft, he proves that from the very moment the Soul is 
united to the Body, Man is not one inftant of time without think- 
ing ; but he obferves, that there be me Thoughts on which we 
do not think.. This is a Patadox which Father Lamy explains ve- 
ry eafily, and after a reafonable way : He quotes tor thefe forts 
of Thoughts the famous M. Nicole, whe formerly, in his Youth, 
had fillily employed them, but when came to Age, made them an 
honourable amends. As the moft part of thofe who do not be- 
lieve that we Think, always exclude Senfations from the num- 
ber of Thoughts, our Author fhows that the feveral Sentiments. 
of Pleafure, Pain, Colour, Sound,Smell and Savour, €%c. are true 
Thoughts and Modifications of the Soul. : ) 

In the fecond Entertainment, Timandre takes a Walk, if we 
may be allow’d to fay fo, with his Difciple, through all the 
Parts of the Body, and by asking him fhort Queftions, obliges 
him to agree, that none of thofé Parts are capable of Thinking, 
and that that which can fay, I who shink, is a compleat Being 
very different from the Body. Upon this Idea he demonftrates 
the Effence, Exiftence and es of the Soul. He. confites 
by the Way the Opinion of a Modern Author, who, with feve- 
ral others, has maintain’d in his Seria that Matter which 
is extream Subtle and Mov'd may Think. Timandre thews, that 
this extream Subtle Matter can be nothing but that which we 
call Animal Spirits ; that’s to fay, that it can be nothing but.a 
part of the Blood, which being difengag’d from the Mafs, is not 
_ therefore more capable of Thinking than any other Part of the 

Body. Father Lamy combats the diftin&tion of two I's inMan; 
that’s to fay, a Corporeal J, aah Thinking I, becaufe every; 7 
bears the Idea of a Being that knows it felf, or is fenfible of its: 
ownExiftence, which cannot agree to the Body or any part of it. 
‘Thus, according to Father Lamy, to ipeak truly, we ought to 
fay, My Body belongs to me, os? not my Body is me. From 














go Che Mortis of the Leaknen, 
whence we muft conclude, 1. That Thought conftitutes the Ef- 
fence of the Soul, or that Perception is the firft Effential Perfe€tion.: 
2, That the Soul is Immaterial and Immortal, which are Truths. 
of the laft Confequence, and eafily deduc’d from the Principles 
our Author has laid down. yr rer 
{n the third Entertainment, he treats of the different Ways of 
Thinking, and here he proves what has already been touch’d in 
the firft, that the Soul is. not only capable of Knowledge and: 
Love, but alfo of Sentiment. The ancient Philofophers and their 
Followers, did indeed fay, that Knowledge and. Love belong’d 
to the Soul, bur being of Opinion that it was the Body. which. 
ieee they thought that was not the property of, the Soul. 
Therefore our Author fhews here, that Sentiment being a. true: 
Thought, it is a grofs Error to afcribe it to the Body. - He-exs 
plain the difference betwixt ‘Kvowledge and: Sentiment: “ We- 
ought to call nothing Knowledge but. what difcovers Thir 
“clearly to us, and makes us perceive their true Ideas ; Ideas. 
‘which diftover to us their Nature, and upon which, by Medita- 
‘tion, we may difcover ‘their Properties; whereas our Senti- 


‘ments, tho’ quick and lively, are always obfeute.and‘confus’d. — 


The reafon. he brings for this-obfturity of the Sentiments. of 
the Soul, is, that having, no clear-Idea_ of our Soul, and know: 
ing it no othérways but. by. a fort of Confcience, it’s im 
that our Sentiments, which are only its Ways of Being, fhould be 
more clearly known to us than it felt ;. from. whence’ he con- 
cludes, that we know- not the Exiftence:of:our Soul, by any:clear 


Idea that we have_of the Soul, but that the Inward Sentiment’ 5 
the Actuality of our Thought is fufficient for that. Father Lamy 


ig perfuaded, that: this .diftin&tion which he has laid down be- 


twixt thofe two Ways‘of' Thitiking, to know, and to be fenfible 
of, is pee alone to difcover to us a great number of Truths, . 
or at leaft to'make us:avoid an infinite number of Errors, for its. 
ip this Error of taking. Sentiments for: Ideas; that our Author: - 
finds the fource of all the Chimera’s of the Schools-, that is to. 
fay, Subftsotial Forms, Occult Qualities, and fo many. others: 


or at. 


that are falfly afcrih’d to theBody, 


After having thus diftingnith’d the three principal Ways of: 
Wars a 


Thinking ; that’s to fay, to Know, Love, and be Senfible of; he, 


defines the Underftanding, Will and Liberty, of which he pro-: 


mifes to fpeak more at large in the fequel. 


From < 
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From the Knowledge of our felves, Father Lamy condutts us 
to the Knowledge of God, and makes the latter rhe fubje&t of : \ 
the 4th Entertainment. It’s Reafon, and not Faith, which 
makes us firft know God, for Faith fuppofes him to be known 
by Reafon, which our Author demonftrates eafily. Among the 
Proofs of the Exiftence of God, all thofé which the Philoto. 
phers call « pofteriori have been-taken from the Works of the 
Creator, and that only from Corporeal Works, as if there had 
been nothing but Body in Nature. Father Lamy fhews that Spi- 
rits, which are alfo the Works of God, are more proper to prove 
this Exiftence than Bodies. To create a rae there muft not 
only be.a Being infinitely powerful, and infinitely wife, but alfo 
independant, unmoveable Neceffary, Eternal, and in a word inf- 
nitely Perfeét.. | 
Here Arfile obje&ts, that being no Divine, we would havehim 

to {peak of Divine Attributes. But upon the Principles already 
laid down, Timandre fhews him that God and his Attributes are 
not the Obje&t of Divinity alone, that this isa popular Miftake 
founded.on this, that Men-ufe to fay God is above Nature, He 
explains what we areto under{tand by thofé Terms, and fays that 
all. the Difference betwixt Divinity and Philofophy,which has no 
lefs a.Right to confider God as its a Objet is, that Philo. 
fophy. confiders him only by the Light of Nature, whereas Di- 
vinity makes ufé of Supernatural Light taken from Revela- 
‘tlon. : | : 
"He comes afterwards to the Demorftration which “De/cartes 
has given of the Exiftence of God. We believe with reafon, 
that this Demonftration carries the utmoft Evidence along with 
it, tho’ ic has been combated by Divines and Philofophers, who 
have not accuftomed. themfelves to contemplate the Idea of Infi- 
oe intimately prefent to the Soul, and previoufly to the Ide» 
of . Finite. — | | 

In the 5th Entertainment, he {peaks of the Nature of a Body 
in general, or of Matter and itsProperties. He makes it Effénce 
to.confift.in extent, and demonftrates that Thought cannot be one 
of its Manners.of ee he draws a new proof of 
the Immorality.of the Souls © * 
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In the next Entertainment our Author treats of the Union be: 
twixt the Soul and Body, and this Union he places only with 
all Cartefians in a Mutual Correfpondence betwixt the Thoughts 
of the Mind, and the Mot'ons of the Body, and reciprocally 
hetw xt the Motions of that part of the Brain which is the Ori- 
ine of the Nerves, and the Sentiments of the Soul, and thus 
e explains how we ought to underftand the A€tingof the Body 

upon the Soul, and of the Soul upon the Body. | | 

He purfuesthe fame Subje& in the 7th Entertainment. Thefe 
he proves, that there’s none but God alone who can unite two 
Sybftances fo unalliable as the Soul and the Body, becaufe there: 
muft be an efficacious and omnipotent Will, to a& in’ Spiritual 
Subftances, and in Bodily Subftances, and to caufé Changes in 
them. He ridicules thofe who fays that in Philofophy we ought: 
never to have Recourlé to God, as if the Knowledge of theonly 
real and efficacious Caufe were a Matter Foreign to Philofophy.. 
Good God, cries he, what weedy s is that, which wouldnot fee: 
the trwe.and ibe only Caufe of ‘all Beings. He diftinguifhes two 
forts of Natural Effe&ts; the one pafticular, which have Occa- 
fional Caufes, andthe other general, which having no Occafi* 
onal Caufe, depend immediately in the Divine Will. As-te-par- 
ticular Effeéts, i would be impertinent, in. order to give-an Ac- 
count of them, to have Recourfe to God. We muft affign the 
next Occafional Caufe, and keep there; for that’s the thing we- 
demand, when we demand a Cavfc, but for General Effefts that 
depend immediately. upon the firft fole efficacious and real Caufe,. 
how can we find an Occafional Caufe of Effe&s which havenone 
of that Nature? If own ask me, fays our Author, the Caufe : of 
the Motion of the Leaves of Trees, 1: will anfwer the W bee’ 
caufe it is fenfibly the next Caufe.. If he ask me the Caufe- of the- 
Wind, I wall anfwer the Motion of a Matter >is or: than that 
of the Vapours, of which the Wind is.compos’d. If be further ash- 
me the Canfe of the Motion of this, I Seal preduce.pore s-athird 
Caufe. But at loft, if be demand the Caufe of the x Fite of 


that third, or the Caufe. of Motion-in general, then I muff have 
Recougfe to God, and that Recourfe., is Regular, becaufe yf erry : 


>i but- God who. can put aud -continue Motien.in Mat~ 
er. Po ant’ 
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In the 8th Entertainment Father Lamy entertains the Nature 
and Origine of Idea’s. He relates four different Manners, by 
which we may fee Material Obje€ts, and which have been adopt~ 
ed by different Philofophers. He confites at firft the Opinion of 
Ariftotle and his Followers, who imagine that Bodies {end out. 
Species which refemble them, and which they call Species im- 
ree, becaufe they imprint themfelves immediately upon the. 
Fevamat Senfes. He afterwards confiders thofé Philofophers, 
who think that the Soul was created with a Magafin of all the. 
Idea’s that ever it was tohave, and that it always carries this. 
Magafin about with it. The third Opinion that our Author con-- 
futes with a great deal of lofs, and which he alledges, is fol- 
low’d by almoft all the Contéhins, is that of M. Arzaud, who 
maintain’d that the Modalities of the Soul are efféntially the Re-- 
prefentazives of the Objetts. Father Lavy’s principal Argument 
againft this Opinion is, that we have the Idea_of Infinite in all 
Manners, and that our Soul. which is a particular and finite Being, . 
can never attain to this Reality to reprefént Infinite. He comes. 
at laft to this fourth “Opinion, That'we fee al/-things in Ged, or 
in the Idea’s that reprefent them, and which are. in God, This. 
is the Opinion of Father Malebranche, which was fo much Com- 
bated by M. Araaud; Father Lamy fays,He fhould:like the Sy/tem- 
of that Wluftrious Author ( Father Malebranche ) very weil, if 
it. were true as be alledges, that we bad effettually the Ideas of 
the Creatures and of the Warks of God, but he believes thet we 
See nothing of. all Corporeal Btings, but fome. imperfell Draughts-- a 
and rough Lineaments. of their Surface. He owns that God. 
gives us the Idea’s of all poffible Figures, as.of.a.Circle, Trian- 
gle, 5c. but he fays that thofe Idea’s of Figures are the Subject. 
of the Mathematicks, and have no exaé Relation to any of. the 
Beings of this vifible World. As to rg reba and un... 
moveable Truths, he allows that it muft alf be in God that we:. 
fee them, becaufé otherwife they would“not ‘have the Character 
which he afcribes to them, to be invariably expofed to the view 
of all Minds,- in all times; and. in alt Countries, that-which is 
fach: not being to. be found but in a neceffary, unmoveable, im- 
menfe, eternal and neceflary Nature, in 2 word is Univerfal Rea-- 


fon, in the Divine Wifdom... f 
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When Arjile ask’d Timandre, how then he explain’d Bodies 
and Material ObjeGts? Timandre anfwer’d thus: I confefs to 
you then, fays he, that upon this, as upon feveral otber Sub- 
Wits, I confine my felf to the Subjtance of the Matter, without 
knowine the Manner’, but that does mot binder our being fure 
that tis in the Eternal Wifdom, we fee all the weedy and un- 
moveable Truths in Metapbyficks and Morals. ts ealie to per- 
ceive, that our Author is not altogether fatished with his own 
Notion, as to the Matter of Ideas, fo that he does not. explain 
himfelf on this Subje&t with his ordinary exa€tnefs. The per- 
plexity of fuch a Philofopher as Father Lamy, on this Head, 
{hows the difficulty of the Subjett. 


The oth Entertainment is upon the Properties of the Union of 
the Soul and Body. He diflinguifhes three forts of A€tions 
ot Paffions in Man. ff. Thofe thar are purely Spiritu- 
al, that depend only on pure Intelligence, as the knowledge of 
an Infinitely perfe& Being. 2d/y. Thofe that are purely Mechani- 
cal, as Refpiration, Sneezing, Digeftion, &%c. 3d/y. Of thofe 
that are mix’d, which depend partly on the Mind, and partly on 
the Body ; as Seeing, Hearing, Tafting, Imagining, growing Paf- 
fionate, €%c. Itis in thefe laft that he particularly places the 
Property of the Union, and our Author explains all thofe things 
in a very particular and circumftantial manner. bis 





He treats of the fame Matter in the following Entertainments. 
He enlarges upon the Imagination, and fhews wherein it con- 
fifts. He fpeaks of the Connexion of the Tracks of the Brain a- 
a erro an with Sa bapely ys an{wer A them. He 
peaks alfo of the Memory, Habits and Paffions. He fhews the 
difference betwixt Feeling a Thing and imagining ; and that the. 
different Chara€ters ae age or Mirids comes. frbm the ‘diffe- 
= of the Organs of ‘the Brain, and the Variety ‘of Animals 











In the 11th Entertainment he eftablithes proper Principles for 
unmasking this vifible World, . by which iecahane judge sirhibte 
of what agrees to it, and preferve our félves from its Illofions, 
He proves, that all thofe.Beauties. we fee. in the World, don’t 
agree to it, and that becaufe Colours, Sounds, Savouts, Smells, 
€%c. aré only. Mannérs of the Being of the. Soul ; and-that Bodies 
can no way aét upon the Mind. ro make ir See or Perceive them, 
Here he gives us the ordinary Sermon of the new Philofophets; 
that our Senfes deceive us, that they are only given us for 
the prefetvation of our Body, and to judgein tharRefpett of 
the Relation that others have toit;. but. thar we mult never 


liften' to our. Senfes, .when the Enquiry is to. know-the Truth’. 


what Bodies are in themfelves. It’s true, fays: he once: more; 


that thofe Truths are common, but they are of infinite ufe in» 


Natural and Moral Philofophy, 


As to what remains, they are difcoverd without difficulty, . 


becaufe we bave, fays Father Lamy, a very clear Idea of a Body, | 
or of extended Subfiance ; and upon this Idea it is very cafie to 


know all the Properties and Modalities, of which it is capable. 


But we don’t know whether it will be fo eafie for Father Lamy 
to reconcile this place with that where he faid, That we bave~ 
no Idea of the Creatures and Works of God, and that we fee no » 


Corporeal Beings, but fome rough Draughts and_imperfett.Line- 
aments.of their Surfaces. 


In the three laft Entertainments we have an Effay of rey ee 5 
ind > 

to Truth,.and a juft way of Thinking. He fhews at firft, that - 
is apes Paffive, and .does only perceive, . 

¢ determination of ‘the Mind, upon a View « 

of the clear or apparent Relation of two Ideas. He fets down « 


which Father Lamy defines to be the Art of bringing thé 


the Underftanging | 
thatthe Judgment zs.7 


in what the Charaéter of true confifts. He fets.down the Me- 


thods‘by:\which we may get Light into the Subjefts we exa- 
mine. The firftand Principle of thofe Methods is, the keeping offs. 
ur 


or-removal.of too quick or lively Sentiments, and calming of o 
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Pafhions; to take care, as much as we can, to defpoil our Ideas-- 


of all that’s: fenfible, and to reduce them to what's purely intel-- 
lgible. The Remainder, which confifts in fome. general Advi-. 
ces, > 
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ces, and particular Roles, are taken from the Pofthumous Works 
of Defcartes. In fhort, our Author fhews, that to reafon juft- 
ly we have no need of the Art of Syllogifms, which muft 
needs be obliging to thofe who are about making an Entranee 
upon Sciences; for-there’s nothing more apt to difguft them 
than the Syllogiftick Art. Father Lamy reje€ts all the Rules of 
it as ufelefS, and fays it is certain, that. of a thoufand Profef- 
fors there are not perhaps Ten, who in the a€tual Exercife of ir, 
know the Reafon why fuch a Syllogifm, reduc’d to fuch a Mode, 
of fuch a Figure, is concluding. 


The new Philofophers will find moft of this Work accom- 
modated to their ; for Father Lamy differs very little from 
the Sentiments that the famous Author of Rhecherche de /aVerite’ 
has publifh’d in his Works. 
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A Difcourfe concerning the Unchangeable Obligations of Natural Reli- 
gion, and the Truth and Certainty of the Chriftian Revelations 
Being Eight Sermons preach’d at the Cathedral Church of St. Paul, 
in the Year 1705, at the Lecture founded by the Honourable Ro- 
bert Boyle, E/g, By Samuel Clark, M. A. Chaplain tothe Right 
Reverend Father in God John, Lord Bifhop of Norwich. Lon- 
don ; Printed by W. Botham, for James Knapton, at the Crown 
in St. Paul's Church-yard, 1706, 8°. Pages 405, befides. De- 
dication, Preface and Contents. ) 


N our Laft Journal, we gave the Reader fome Hints of the 
Learned and Reverend Author’s Anfwers to fome Remarks 
that were made upon his Sermons preachd in the Year 1704, 
upon the fame Occafion with thefe ; and the general Propofiti- 
ons advanced and proved in thefe now before us. 

Before he enters on theparticular Proof of thefe feveral Pro- 
pofitions ; he premifes, that having wow to deal with another 
fort of Men, than thofe againft whom his former Difcourfe 
was directed; and being, confequently, in fome parts of this 
Treatife, to make ufe of fome other kinds of Arguments, than 
thofe which the nature of that Difcourfe permitted and requir d ; 
the fame demonftrative force of Reafon, and even Mathema- 
tical Certainty, which-in the main) Argument was there eafy 
to be obtain’d, ought ‘not-here to/be expected ; but that fuch 
moral Evidence, or-mix’d Proofs from Circumftances and Te- 
ftimony, as moft Matters of Faét are ouily capable of, and Wife 
_and Honeft Men are always fatisfied with, ought to be account- 
ed fufficieat in the prefent Cafe ; becaufe all the Principles in- 
deed, upon-which. Atbesfts attempt to build their Schemes, are 
_fach, as may. by plain torce of Reafon, and undeniable demon- 
ftrative Argumentation, be reduced to exprefs and direct Con- 
traditions: But the Deis pretend to own all the Principles 
of Reafon, and wou'd be thought to deny nothing but what de- 
pends intirely on Teftimony and Evideace of Matter of fac, 
which they think they can eafily evade,« - «9 
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Here he takes Occafionto fhew, that there is no fuch thing 
as a Confiftent Scheme of Dei/m; that which alone was once 
fuch, namely that Scheme of the beft Heathen Philofophers, _ 
ceafing now to be fuch, after the Appearance of Revelation, 
becaufe it direétly conduéts Men to the belief of Chriftianity ; 
and all-other Pretences to Des{m, being by unavoidable Confe- 
quence forc'd to terminate in abfolute Arbei/m. 

This he makes to appear, by confidering the feveral forts of 
Deifts, whom he draws up in Four Clafes, namely, 

1» Thofe who own that God made the World, but with 
the Epicureans,deny his Providence,as if he did not concern him- 
felf with the Government of the World. Our ingenious Au- 
thor owns that poflibly, by very cice and abftra& Reafoning, 
a Man may, confiftently with a firm Belief of the.Being, At- 
tributes, and even the Providence of God, imagine, that he 
could by his Infinite Wifdom, Forefight, @c. have originally 
fo adapted all the Springs and Series of] future neceflary and 
intelligent Caufes, that without the immediate Jnterpofition 
of his Almighty Power upon every particular Occafion, they 
fhould regularly, by vertue of that Original Difpofition, have 
produced Effeéts worthy to procceed from the Direétion and 
Government of Infinite Wifdom: But affirms, that to fancy, 
that God originally created a certain Quantity of Matter and 
Motion, and left them to frame a World at Adventures, with- 
Out any determinate and particular View, Defign and Dire@ion, 
can no way be defended confiftently, but muft of neceflity recur 
to downright Atheifm: For if God does not concern himfelf in 
the Government of the World, it will follow, that he is not 
an Omniprefent, All-powerful, Intelligent and Wife Being 3. 
Knowing and foreknowing all that is or fhould be, and qualified 
with perfe& Power, without the leaft Labour, Difficulty or Op- 
pofition, to order and bring to pafs what he fo judges fit to 
be accomplifhed. To own God’s Providence over the greater 
parts of the World, and deny his Infpeéion and Regard to 
Human Affairs,as being too minute, amounts to the fame ; for by 
his Attributes he muft equally know, and with equal Eafe direé& 
the minuteft things as the greateft ; befides that Human Affairs 
are by no means the minuteft and moft inconfiderable part of 
the Creation; fince Mankind, even feparate from that Excel- 
lency of the Humane Nature, which-the Chriftian Do@rine 
difcovers to us, has a better claim to the particular Regard and 


Concern 
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Concern of Providence,than any thing elfe in this Globe of ours; 
and this our Globe of Earth as juft a Pretence to it asmoft other 
Planets in the Syftem ; and this Syftem wherein we are placed,as 
juftfan one,fo far as we can judge,as any Syftem in the Univerfe. 
Our Author not only proves that the Epicurean Scheme, of which 
we now fpeak, terminates in downright Arheifm ; but obferves, 
from the late Improvements in Mathematicks and Philofuphy, 
that it is plainly falfe and impoffible in fa& ; the original Laws 
of Motion, requiring fomething fuperior to Matter, continual- 
ly exerting in it a certain Force or Power, according to fuch 
certain and determinate Laws; the Bodies of all Plants and 
Animals being fuch as could not poflibly be form’d by mere 
Matter, according to any general Laws of Motion; and the 
univerfal Principle of Gravitation it felf, anfwerable not to the 
Surfaces, but to the folid Content of Bodies, being neceflarily 
produced not by any Motion originally imprefs’d on Matter, 
but by fomething which penetrates the very folid Subftance of 
all Bodies, and continually puts forth in them a Force or Pow- 
er entirely different from that by which Matter aéts on Mat- 
ter. . Tho’ Arhei/m be the unavoidable Confequence of the O- 
pinion here refuted, our Author is fo charitable as to own, 
that thofe, who merely thro’ a certain vanity of Philofophizing, 
have been tempted to imbrace it, without attending whither - 
it would lead them, ought not to be direétly charged with all 
the Confequences of it , tho’ "tis certain, that many under that 
Cover have really been Arheifts. 

2. The fecond fort of Des#s, are, thofe who believe both the 
Being and the Providence of God as to all Naturai Things ; but 
fuppofe that God takes no notice of the morally Good or Evil 
Actions of Men; thefe things depending, as they imagine, 
*merely on the Arbitrary Conftitution of Humane Laws. This 
Opinion he proves to terminate in downright Atheifm, upon 
the account, that the Natural Attributes of God can’t be fo fe- 

aratedifrom the Moral, but that he who denies the latter, may 
be reduced toa neceflity of denying the former likewife. For 
fince there can’t but be eternal and neceflary Differences of things 
one from another, from which arife different Relations one to 
another, Infinite Knowledge, Wifdom, oc. muft needs a& ac- 
cording to thefe Eternal Reafons and Proportions of things ,other- 
wife Knowledge is Ignorance, Wifdom Folly, &c. and confe- 
quently, the Juftice and = of God, exercifed in 8 
2 1Dg 
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&ing the Moral Aétions of Men, are as certain and neceflary, 
as his Wifdom and Power. ” | 
Under this Head, our excellent Author takes occafion to ob- 
ferve that Prophane and Debauch’d Deifts are not capable of 
being argwd with; and throws in fome proper Reflections. 
upon their ridiculing, bantering way of Writing and Speaking, 
particularly that of a late Author who appear’d undtr-the Ti- 
tle of a Taleofa Tub. - This is fo handfomly touchd, that, we 
prefume, the Reader will- be pleas’d with a Tranfcript- of 
Mr. Clark’s own Words. 
““ Concerning thefe two forts of Atheifts (our Author (peaks) 
“ it is obfervable that as their Opinions terminate confiftently 
“ in nothing but downright Athei{m ; {fo their Practice and Beha- 
 yiour is exatly agreeable to that of the moft openly pro- 
 fefv'd Atheifts. They not only oppofe the Revelation of 
“* Chriftianity, and rejeé&t all the Moral Obligations of Natu- 
“ ral Religion,.as fuch; but generally they defpife alfo thé 
“ Wifdom of all Human Conftitutions made for the Order and 
“ Benefit of Mankind, and are as much Contemners of Com- 
““ mon Decency as they are of Religion. They endeavour to 
* ridicule and banter all Human as well as Divine Accom- 
*< plifhments 5 all Vertue and Government of a Man’s. felf, all 
“ jf earning and Knowledge, all Wifdom and Honour, and eve-. 
“ ry thing for which a Man can juftly be commended or eftee- 
“* med more Excellent than a Beaft. They pretend commonly 
“* in their Difcourfe. and Writings to expofe the Abufes and 
** Corruptions of Religion ; but (as ’tis too manifeft in fome 
“* of their Modern Books as well as in their Talk) they aim 
“* really againft all Vertue in General, and all good Manners, 
“and againf whatfoever is truly valuable and commendable 
* Tale of “ in Men. Of which a late Author has given us a 
Tub, “* very impious and Prophane * Inftance. They pre- 
“ tend to ridicule Certain Vices.and Follies of Igno- 
rant or Superftitious Men ; but the many very prophaneand 
and very leud Images, with which they induftrioufly affe@ 
to drefs up their Difcourfe, fhow plainly that they really do. 
not fo much intend to expofe and deride any Vice or Folly 
as On the Contrary to foment and pleafe the debauch’d and. 
Vicious Inclinations of others as void of Shame as themfelves 
They difcover clearly that they have no fenfe at all of the: 
“ Dignity of HumanNature, nor of the Superiority and Ex- 
** cellency 
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cellency of their Reafon above even the meaneft of the Brutes: 


They will fometimes in Words feem to magnify the Wif- 
dom and other Natural Attributes of God ; but in Reality, 
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by ridiculing whatever bears any Refemblance to itin Men, 
they fhew undeniably that they do not indeed believe there 
is any Real Difference in Things, or any true Excellency 
in one thing more than in another. By turning every thing 
alike, and without Exception , into ridicule and banter ; 
they declare openly that they do not believe any thing to 
be Wife, any thing Decent, any thing Comely or Praife- 
worthy at all. They feem not to have any Efteem or Value 
for thofe diftinguifhing Powers and Faculties; by induing 
them wherewith, God has taught them more than the Beafts 
of the Field, and made them wifer than the Fowls of the 
Heaven. Ina word, whatfoever things are True, whatfo- 
ever things are Honeft, whatfoever things are Juft, what- 


‘¢ foever things are Pure, whatfoever things are Lovely, what- 
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foever things are of good Report, if there be any Vertue, 
if there be any Praife 5 thefe things they make the Subje& 
of their conftant Drollery and Abufe, Ridicule and Raillery. 
On the contrary ;: whatfoever things are Prophane, Impure, 
Filthy, Difhonourable and Abfurd.; thefe things they make 
it their Bufinefs to reprefent: as Harmlefs and Indifferent, 
and.to Jaugh Men out of their natural Shame and Abhor- 
rence of them, nay; even to recommend them with their 
utmoft Wit. Such Men as thefe (comtinues our Author) are 
not to be Argued with, till they can be perfwaded’ to ufe 
Arguments inftead of Drollery. For-Banter is not capable 
of being anfwer'd by Reafon; not becaufe it has any Strength 
in it; but becaufe it runs out of all the Bounds of Reafon 


¢ and good Senfe, by extravagantly joyning together fuch 


Images, as have not in themfelves any Similitude or Connexi- 
on; by which means all things are alike eafie to be rendred 
ridiculous , by being reprefented only in an abfurd drefs. 
Thefe Men therefore are firft to be convinced of the true 
Principles of Reafon, before they can be difputed- with ; and 
then they muft of Neceflity either retreat into: downright A- 
thei{m. or be led by undeniable Reafoning to acknowledge 
and fubmit to the Obligations of Morality , and make 
open Recantation.of their Prophane Abufe of God and 


Religion. 
3. Phe 
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3. The Third fort of Deifts, are thofe whoown the Natu- 
ral Attributes and Providence of God, and have fome Notion 
of his Moral Perfe€&tions; but fancying the Juftice and-Good- 
nefs in God, not to be the fame with the Idea’s we frame of 
thefe Perfetions when we confider them in Men, or in the 
Abftra&t; conclude we are not fufficient Judges of the Attri- 
butes of God, to argue from thence with any Affurance for the 
Certainty of a future State, and fo deny the Immortality of 
the Soul. But this Opinion, if weargue upon it confiftently, 
devolves likewife upon abfolute Atheifm ; for to fay we have 
no Idea of the Jultice of God is to deny it ; and upon. the 
fame Grounds the Natural Attributes may alfo be denied. 

4. The Fourth fort. are thofe, who, if they did indeed be- 
lieve what they pretend, have juft and right Notions of God, 
and of aj] the Divine Attributes in every refpe&; of all Moral 
Obligations in the prefent State, and of a future State of Re- 
wards and Punifhments in a State tocome; but all this.as it is 
difcoverable by the Light of Nature alone ; without believing 
any Divine Revelation. Thefe our Author owns to be the on- 
ly true Dei@s;, the only Perfons who ought in Reafon to be 
argued with, in order to convince them of the Reafonablenefs, 
Truth and Certainty of the Chriftian Religion. At the fame 
time he Pathetically regrets that there is too much Reafon 
to believe, there are very few or none fuch Deifts among the 
Modern: Deniers of Revelation; upon the fcore; that the Con- 
fequences of their own Principles throw them dire@ly upon 
Chriftianity. To fet this in a clear Light, He argues that Men 
of fuch previous Difpofitions muft needs be fenfible of the 
want of Revelation, and fincerely wifh for it, and be poflef 
‘fed before-hand that the Chriftian Revelation may upon due 
Examination appear true. And now is it poffible, concludes 
our Author, that any Man with thefe Opinions and thefe Dif 
pofitions, fhould continue to reje& Chriftianity, when propos’d 


to him in its Original and Gentine Simplicity, without the 


Mixture of any Co ions or Inventions of Men? Let him 


‘read the Sermons and Exhortations of our Saviour, as deli- - 
~vered in the Gofpel, and the Difcourfes of the Apoftles 
preferved in their Acts and their Epiftles; and try if he can 
withftand the Evidence of fuch a Doétrine, and rejeét the Hopes 
of fucha Glorious Immortality fo difcover’d tohim. « _ 


‘Upon 
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Upon the whole he concludes, there is now no confiftent’ 
Schemes of Deé/m in the World; that of the Heathen Philo- 
fophers which was formerly confiftent to its own Principles, is 
now no longer fuch, it it does not sow lead Men to imbrace 
and believe Revelation, as it then taught them to hope for 
it ;; but muft otherwife fink into Down-right Atheifin.—Where- 
fore, fays our excellent Author, fince thofe Arguments which 
demonftrate the Being and Attributes of God, are fo clofely 
connected with thofe which prove the Reafonablenefs and Cer- 
tainty of the Chriftian Revelation, that there is now no con- 
fiftent Scheme of Deifm left; all Modern Deifts being forcd 
to fhift from one Cavil to another, and having no fixt and cer- 
tain Principles to adhereto; I thought (continues he) I could 
no way better prevent ‘their Evil Defigns , and obviate all 
their different Shifts and Objections; than by purfuing the 
fame Method of Reafoning, by which I before demonftrated 
the Being and Attributes of God, to indeavour to prove in 
like manner, by one dire& and continued Thread of arguing, 
the Reafonablenefs and Certainty of the Chriftian Revela- 
tion alfo. 

We are now arrived at the particular Proofs of the Fifteen 
Propofitions mention’d in our jaft Journal. The firft of thefe 
may beremembred to be this: That from the Eternal and Ne- 
ceffary Differences of ikings, there naturally and mneceffarily arife cer- 
tain Moral Obligations, which are of themfelves incumbent on all Ra- 
tional Creatures, antecedent to all Pofitide Inftruction, and to all Ex- 
pectation of Reward or Punifhment. 

Our Author dwells the Longer upon this Head, becaufe 
Moral Vertue is the Foundation and theSum, the Effence and 
the Life of all true Religion ; for the Security whereof, all 
Pofitive Inftitution was only defign'd ; for the Reftoration 
whereof all Revealed Religion was ultimately intended ; and 
inconfiftent wherewith, or in oppofition to it, all Doétrines 
whatfoever fupported by what Pretence of Reafon or Au- 
thority foever, are as certainly and neceflarily falfe as God 
is true. 

The feveral Parts of the Propofition he proves diftinctly, 
inthe following manner : 

I. That there are Eternal and Neceflary differences of things, 
and different Relations, Refpeéts or Proportions of fome things 


towards others ; from which there neceflarily arifes an Agree- 
. ment 
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ment or Difagreement , a FitnefS or Unfitnefs of the Appli- 
cation of different things or different Relations one to ano- 
ther. This is as Plain as the different fe: gone and Propor- 
tions of Bodies, That there is a Fitnefs or Suitablenefs of 
certain Circumftances to certain Perfons, founded in the Na- 
ture of things and the Qualifications of Perfons, antecedent 
to all pofitive Appointment ; and that from thence arifes .a 
Fitnefs or Unfitnefs of certain manners of Behaviour of fome 
Perfons towards others: Is as manifeft as:that the Properties” 
which flow from the Effences of different Mathematical Fi- 
gures, have different Congruities or Incongruities between 
themfelves; or that in Mechanicks certain Weights or Powers 
have different Forces, and different Effe@ts one upon another, 
according to their different Diftances, or different Pofitions or 
Situations in refpect of each other. This he Exemplifies, in 
that it is Fitter for God to Rule and Govern the World, to 
do what is beft in the whole, to make an innocent Good being 
happy, @e. than otherwife ; in that itis fitter in it fe!f that 
Men fhould promote the-Univerfal Good, obferve the known 
Rules of Equity and Juftice in their mutual Dealings, and pre- 
ferve the Life of ‘an Innocent Man when in their Power, than 
é Contra. The Verity of this Aflertion he illuftrates further, 
by fhewing the Abfurdity of thofe who ‘deny the Eternal ‘and 
Neceflary differences of things; as if a Man who has the 
ufe of Sight and looks upon the Sun fhould deny any fuch 
thing as Light inthe World. Under this Head he takes no- 
tice of Mr. Hobbs, and fome few others, who aflerted that 
there is no fuch Real Difference Originally, Neceflarily and 
Abfolutely in the Nature of things ; but that all Obligation 
of Duty to God arifes merely from his abfolute irrififtible 
Power, and all Duty towards Men merely. from pofitive Com- 
pact ; and have founded their. whole Scheme of Politicks 
upon that Opinion. The Abettors of this ftrange Opinion, 
our Author charges with Self-ContradiGions; upon the Plea, 
that, if there be no intrinfick Difference betwixt Good and 
Evil, Juft and Unjuft, then in the State of Nature the Deftru- 
Gion of Mankind by each others hands, had not been an Evil 
before Compaéts took place ; and. yet Mr. Hobbs makes this. 
Deftruction fo great an Evil, that, to prevent it, it was fit 
and reafonable for Men to enter into Compaéts to preferve 
ach ather. The fame Abfurdity will clinch all others who 
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make Good and Evil to-depend Originally on the Conftitc- 
tion of Pofitive Laws, whether Human or Divine: for there 
being no Good and Evil Antecedent to Laws, one Law can’t 
be better than another, nor can any Reafon be given, why 
any Laws fhould ever be made at all. To Reply, that out of 
things abfolutely in their own Nature indifferent, fuch are ine 
joyn'd by Laws, as are thought to tend to the Publick benefit 
of the Community ; this, 1 fay, isan abfolute Contradiction ; 
fince thofe things the Practice of which would tend to the Pub- 
lick benefit can’t be call’d indifferent, but were good and rea- 
fonable before the Law was made; the Publick benefit here 
importing the Univerfal welfare of Mankind, not the muni- 
cipal Intereft of a particular Nation, City, or Family, In fine, 
The true ftate of the Cafe is, that fome things are in their 
own nature Good , antecedent to all Laws, by which they are 
only declared and inforced upon fuch as would not perhaps 
be govern’d by right Reafon. Other things are in their own, 
Nature abfolutely Evil, which no Law can juftify. And other 
things again are in their own nature Indifferent , whofe ten- 
dency to the Publick. benefit or difadvantage is.fo fiall, re- 
mote or obfcure, that the generality of People would not per- 
ceive it without the Declaration of Laws; and thefe are made 
Obligatory by the Authority of Laws. *Tis true, an Objection 
‘may be drawn from the Variety of the Opinions of Learned 
Men, and the Laws of different Nations concerning Right and 
Wrong ;-but tho’ in fome perplext Cafes it be difficult to ad- 
juft the Bounds of Right and Wrong); and fo fome Latitude 
happens in the Judgments of different Men, yet they are in 
themfelves totally and eflentially different, like two oppofite 
Colours which. may be fo blended together, as not to leave 
marks of Diftin¢ction where the one ends and the other begins. 
The difficulty of determining exaé&ly the Bounds of Right and 
Wrong inimany perplext Cafes, can't infer that Right and 
Wrong are not Effentially different by Nature ; for that Infe- 
rence would equally affe& the moft Flagrant Cafes in which 
the Natural and Eflential Difference is confefs’d to be palpably 
and. undeniably Evident. .” : : Z 

IL The fecond Branch of the firft Propofition is, That the 
Will of God ‘always determines it felf:to-a& according to 
the Eternal Reafon of things. This he derives from the na- 
tural Attributes ef God, who er but underftand things - 














106 The Kiosks of the LEARNED, 


be as they are, and will accordingly, as being above Error 
or the influence of wrong Affection. | 
Ill. The Third, is, That all Rational Creatures are obliged 
to-govern themfelves in all their A@tions by the fame Eternal 
Rule of Reafon ; the fame Proportions‘and Fitneflés of things 
which are the unalterable Law of the aGtions of God in the 
Government of the World , ought always to determine the 
Wills of Subordinate Creatures to Steer by the fame Rules; 
it being very inexcufable in them to be guilty of Negligent 
Mif-underftanding or Wilful Paffions and Lufts, which are the 
only Caufes that can make a Reafonable Creature a& contrary 
to the Eternal Rules. This Affertion our Author proves firft 
from the Original nature of things; For Originally and in — 
Reality, it is as Natural and (sorally {peaking) Neceffary, that 
the Will fhould be determined in-every Action .by the Reafon 
of the thing and the right of the Cafe, as ic is Natural and 
(abjolutely {peaking) Neceffary , that the Underftanding fhould 
{ubmit to a demonftrated Truth. Thofe who fet up their own 
unreafonable Self-Will in oppofition to the Natore and Rea- 
fon of things, indeavour (as much as in them lies) to make 
things be what they are not and cannot be: Which is the 
higheft Prefumption and greateft Infolence as well as the grea- 
teft Abfurdity imaginable, An acting contrary to that Under- 
ftanding, Reafon and Judgment, which God has implanted in 
their Natures, on purpofe to inable them to difcern the diffe- 
rence between Good and Evil. In a word, fays our Author, 
All wilful Wickednefs and Perverfion of Right, is the very 
fame Infolence and Abfurdity in Moral matters as it would be 
in Natural things, for a Man to pretend to alter_the certain 
Proprietors of Numbers, to take away the demonftrable Re- 
lation and Properties of Mathematical Figures, to make Light 
DarknefS and Darknefs Light, or to call Sweet Bitter and Bit. 
ter Sweet. The next Proof is taken from the Senfe, that all, 
even wicked Men, unavoidably have of their being under fuch 
an Obligation. By the Reafon of their Minds, they cannot 
but be compelled to own and- acknowledge that there is really 
fuch an Obligation indifpenfably incumbent upon them ; even 
at the fame time that in the Actions of their Lives they are 
indeavouring to throw it off and defpife it. Now the Judg- 
ment and Confcience of a Man’s own Mind, is the trueft and 
formalleft Obligation, which a Man can’t break through with- 
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out condemning himfelf. The dread of Eternal Power and 
Sanctions, is but a fecondary Obligation; the eternal Reafon of 
Things being the original Obligation of all, to which even God 
ties himfelf-in governing the World. That this Eternal Rea- — 
fon determines the Judgment, and forces the Affent of all Men 
that ufe er confidcration, he argues from the Judgment of 
Men’s Confciences upon their own paft Actions, in applauding 
their fteady adherence to, fecretly reproaching themfelves for 
tranfgrefling the Rule. Here he takes occafion to mention the 
Obfervation made by Socrates, That by putting fuitable Quefti- 
Ons tO an unprejudiced, untaught, unexperienc’d young Man, 
w'thout teaching him any thing at all dire@ly, you may caufe’ 
him to exprefs in his Anfwers, juft and adequate Notions of 
Geometrical Truths, and true and exa&t Determinations con. ° 
cerning Matters of Right and Wrong. Upon this Obfervati- 
on Plato built his Resminifcence, and others their innate Idea’s-; 
and tho’ both feem to be miftaken in their Inference, thus much 
it proves unavoidably, that the Differences, Relations, and Pro- 
portions of Things both Natural and Moral, in which all un- 
prejudic’d Minds thus naturally agree, are certain, unalterable 
and real in the things themfelves, and do not at all depend on 
the variable Opinions, Fancies, or Imaginations of Men preju- 
diced by Education, Laws, Cuftoms, or Evil Praétices: And 
alfo, that the Mind of Man naturally and unavoidably gives its 
Affent as to Natural and Geometrical Truths, {6 alfo tothe Mo- 
ral Differences of Things, and to the fitnefs and reafonablenefs 
of the Obligation of the Everlafting Law of Righteoufhefs, 
whenever fairly and plainly propofed. Some profligate Men 
may induftrioufly endeavour to conceal and deny their Self- 
Condemnation ; yet they can’t avoid making a Difcovery fome 
times when they are not aware of it ; and fuppofing Impunity 
attended fome flaming Crimes, fuch as Murder, Deftroying 
Mankind, ec. could they compafs their propos’d Ends, without 
committing them, they'd rather have it fo than with them. 

The mext Proof he offers for the Natural and Neceflary Af- 
fent of the Mind, to the Natural Law of RighteonfnefS, is the 
judgment that Men pafs upon the Actions of others; which 
is a clearer and univerfal Proof, than what we-can 
difcern concerning their confcioufhefs of their own; for 
Men may conceal their own Confcience, or even by a_ftrange 
partiality deceive themfelves ; eT in judging of aye 
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they are commonly impartial. We obferve, that the generali- 
ty of vicious Perfons, can’t choofe but commend Virtue in o- 
thers, tho’the dominion of their Lufts will not fuffer them to 
imitate it. Juft and Equitable and Honeft Men-are always 
prais’d ; and on the contrary, Vice and Injuftice, Profanenefs 
and Debauchery, are things fo abfolutely odious in their own 
Nature, that however they infinuate themfelves into the Pra- 
tice, yet they can never gain over to themfelves the Judgment 
of Mankind. . | ont 

To conclude this Article of the neceffity of the Mind’s giving 
its aflent to the Eternal Law of Righteoufnefs 5 our accurate Au- 
thor anfwers an Objection drawn from the total Ignorance of 
dome barbarous Nationsin Matters of Morality. He anfwers, That 
fuppofing the Matter of fac to be true, (which yet there is fome 
reafon to doubt) it proves only, that Men have great need to 
be taught and inftructed in fome very plain and eafy, as well as 
certain Truths ; not that the Mind of Man can ever diflent from 
the Rule of Right when diftin&ly propos'd to it :_Juft as.their 
Ignorance of the plaineft Mathematical Truths, is no Argu- 
ment againft the neceffity of aflenting tothem, when diftinétly 
propos’d. : 

IV. Inthe Fourth Part of the Propofition: ftill before us, our 
Author deduces the particular Duties of Morality or Natural 
Religion. -Thefe he divides into Three great and, principal. 
Branches, from which all the other and finaller Inftances of Du- — 
ty (whichhe had nor room to mention) do naturally flow, or 
may without difficulty be deriv’d. The Firft is Piety, or our 
Duty towards God: The Second is Righteoufhefs, or the Duty 
of Men one towards another, which he divides into Equity and 
Love: And the Third, is Men’s Duty towards themfelves, con- 
fifting in preferring their Beings, bridling their Paffions, go- 
verning their Appetites, and applying themfelves to their Sta- 
tion in the World with Application and Contentment. In dife 
courling this laft Branch, our Author has fome very pretty 
Touches upon Self-murder. P/ato and’ Cicero having urg’d the 
Argument againft it with fuch fingular Beauty, as well as invin- 
cible Strength, that it feems not capable of having any. thing 
added to it ; our Author choofes to give itin fome. of their. 
own Words ; and adds to thefe a Quotation out of Arian’s Com: 
ment upon Epittetus. This done, he gives a fhort Glance to the 
Objections which the Author of the Defence of Self- rider pre : 
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fix'd to the Oracles of Reafon, has attempted to advance againft- 
this Argument ; and obferves, they are fo very weak and child: 
ifh, that ‘tis evident he could not at the time when he wrote 
them, believe in earneft that there was any force in them: AS 
when he fays, That the Reafon why it is not lawful fora Centi- 
nel to leave his Station; without his Commander’s- Order, is 
becaufe he entred into the Servixe by his own Confent; as if God 
had not a juft Power to lay any Commands upoum his Creatures 
without their own Confent:Or when he fays,that there are many 
lawful Ways to feek Death in; as if,becaufea Man may lawfully 
venture his Life in many Publick Services, therefore it was law- 
ful for him direétly to throw it away uponany foolifh Difcon- 
tent. But the Author of that Difcourfe (continues Mr.-Clark) 
has fince been fo juft, as to confefS his Folly, and retra@ it 
publickly himfelf. 

V. The Fifth Part of the Propofition,’: is, that this Law of 
Nature being founded in the Eternal Reafonof Things, is eter- 
nal, univerfal, and abfolutely unchangeable ; fortho’ in fome 
nice Cafés, the Bounds Right or Wrong, may be fomewhat 
difficult to determine; and in fome few, even plainer Cafes, 
the Laws and Cuftoms of certain Barbarous Nations may. be 
contrary one to another ; yet in reality (as Dr. Cumberland has 
it, whom our Author quotes very oppofitely as well as Cicer) 
this no more difproves the natural affent of all Men’s nnpreju- 
diced Reafon to the Rule of Right and Equity, than_the diffe. 
rence of moft Men's Countenances in general, or the Deformity 
of fome few Moatfters in particular, proves that there is no ge- 
nera! Likenefs or Uniformity in the Bodies of Men: For ck ot 
ever difference there may be In fome particular Laws, ’tis certain, 
that as to the main and principal Branches of Morality, there 
never was any Nation upon Earth, but own’d that to Love and 
Honour God, to be Grateful to Benefactors, to Perform Equi- 
table Compacts, to preferve the Lives of Innocentaad Harmlefs 
Men, and the like, were things fitter and better to be practifed 
than the contrary. , 

Vi. The Sixth Branch, is; That thefe Eternal Moral ‘Obliga- 
tions, are notonly infinitely fuperior to all Authority of Men, 
and independent upon it; but are primarily and originally an- 
tecedent, even to this Confideration, of their being the pofi- 
tive Will or Command of God himfelf. . ra 
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- VIL The Seventh, is, That this Law of Nature is obligato. 
ry, antecedent to all Confideration of particular Rewards and 
Punifhments ; tho’ it does not from thence at all follow, either 
that a Good Man ought to have more refpect to Rewards and 
Punifhments, or that Rewards and Punifhments are not abfolute- 
ly neceflary to maintain the Pra@tice of Virtue in this prefent 
World, 

Thefe 1 have only room to mention, having already gone 
beyond my wonted Limits. From thefe Premifes, our Excel- 
lent Author-concludes the falfity and weaknefs of Mr. Hobb’s Do- 
érine concerning the Original of Right; and then fhews the 
manifold Abfurdities of the fame in feveral Cbfer vations. After 
that he proceeds to the Proofs of the Second Propofition, and_ 
fo on thro all the Fifteen : which the Reader will find very ac- 
curately purfued in the Treatife it felf; from the perufal of 
which, it wou'd be unjuft to detain him any longer. 





The Management of the Tongue under thefe following Heads. 1. Of 
Conmverfation. 2. The Babbler. 3. The Silent Man. 4. The Wits 
ty Man, 5. The Droll. 6. The Fefter. 7. The Difputer. 8. The 
Opinionater. 9. The Heedlefs and Inconfiderate Man. 10. The 
Complimenter. 11. The Man who Praifes others. 12- The Flat- 
terer. 13. The Lier, 14. The Brazen. 15. The Ill-tongue. 
16. The Swearer. 17. The Promifer. 18. The Novelif#. 19. 
The Tale-bearer. 20. The Advifer. 21. The Reprover. 22. The 
InftruGor. 23. The Man who trufts others, or  trufted with a 
Secret. 24, The Tongue of Women. 25. The Language of Love. 
26. The Complaining Man. 27. The Comforter. Done out of 
French. London ; Printed for H. Rhodes at the Star, the Corner 
of Bride-lane im Fleet-ftreet, 1706, 8°. Pages 272, befides 
Preface and Table. : 


‘ 


bee being nothing more dangerous than not to know how 
to govern the Tongue; and that being the Organ which 
‘contributes very much to make us Happy or Unhappy: The 


Ingenious Author has thought fit to oblige the Publick with the 
RefleGions imploy’d in the Goyernment ‘of his own. 
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The Performance now before us was done originally in French, 
- and appear’d fo inftru@tive and entertaining, as to merit a 
Tranflation into Englfh The Author addreffing himfelf to 
the Reader in a Prefatory way, obferves very juftly, That the 
Tongue is the Helm of our Condu&, and is partly the caufe 
of the Good or Evil that happens to us ;’tis the Source of Love 
or Hatred, Efteem or Contempt, Riches or Poverty, and com- 
monly the Standard of our apparent merit. The Inftruétions 
here offer'd for the Government of it, are not metaphyfical 
Abftractions or the like, but familiar Truths, and fuch Praétifes 
as are not above the reach of thofe who will practife ‘em. 

The Heads to which the Inftrudtions refer, are exprefs‘d in 
the Title ; and the Obfervations upon the refpective Heads, 
are drawn up by way of Maxims, which are all along back’d 
and illuftrated with fuitable Reflections. To fet down all the 
Maxims under their refpetive Heads, would fwell this Abftra& 
beyond the proper Bounds ; and at the fame time, would be 
only a Tranfcript of a Table calculated for the fame purpofe, 
and prefix’d to the Treatife it felf, to which the Reader will] 
readily have recourfe upon occafion. 

However to give the Reader a tafte of the Nature and Man- 
ner of the Performance, wé fhall here fingle out the firft Head, 
wiz. That of Converfation ; and after mentioning the Maxims 
retainiiig to it, glance upon the Refpedtive Reflections. 

The Maxims-ot Converfation are thefe. Maxim 1. Conver- 
fation improves Learning, and makes it agreeable. 2. The 
more youll give to other Men occafion-to pleafe in Conver- 
fation, themore you'll pleafe them. 3. Every Body ought to: 
be fo much Mafter of his Difcourfe, as to bear, without any 
impatience, to be interrupted. 4. When any Body has done 
fpevking, be filent a little while, to fee whether he has any 
thing elfe tofay. 5. No Right Anfwer can be given toa Que- 
{tion that isnot Underftood. 6. Confidence 1s a greater help’ 
to Converfation than Wit. 7. No Man ought to make it his: 
bufinefs to take up any Body in Converfation, for every 
wrong thing which he may let fall. 8. You muft fancy 
when you happen tobe in any Converfation, that you are- 
playing at Chefs: Confider well the Difpofition of the 
Game before you move any Piece. 9. Whoever fpeaks ale. 
ways of himfelf will at laft give others occafion to {peak il} 
ill of him. 10, It requires a great deal of Prudence, Cire 
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cumfpedion and Art, to fpeak of a Man in his Prefence. 
rt. A Man free from Vanity will feldom fpeak much. 
12. Speak to be underftood, as well as tobe heard. 13. Be 
fure not to make your felf fo fingular in Converfation, as to 
be Jook’d upon as an Original, which every Body would be 
afhamed to bethe Copy of. 14. An Immodeft Tongue is the 
Interpreter of a Corrupt Heart. 15. Never ask any Man a 
Queftion unlefS you think he can anfwer it. 16. It isa Ri- 
diculous thing for a Man to be afham’d to ask a Queftion, in 
order to inftrué& himfelf. 17. Exaggerations are as many Pro- 
ftitutions of one’s Reputation, becaufe they lay open the fhal- 
lownefs of his Underftanding, and his ill Tafte. 18. Silence 
is the Safeguard of Ignorance. uF. 

The Refleétions upon the Maxims are fhort Sentences, like 
hints or Strictures, which lye fo clofe and pointed, that they 
would -lofe their Energy if fqueez’d into an Epitome; be- 
fides, that no other Epitome is poffible but that of Maiming, 
of lopping off one thing to make room for another, perhaps 
not more deferving than it felf. We fhall therefore prefent 
the Reader with a Refleion or two, for a Sample, juft as they 
ftand in the Book; Upon the fecond Maxim above-mention’d, 
he has this Reflection. 

“© We give others occafion to pleafe , when we give ’em 
*€ occafion to fhew their good Talents. Don't explain things 
“ too much to a Man of Parts, let him guefsa little : Such 
* a Condué will fhew your Good opinion of him, and nothin 
*¢ can more flatter his Self-Love; We may be efteem’d by 
“¢ fhewing a great deal of Wit and Learning in Converfation, 
“* but at the fame time we may be very unacceptable; they 
“* who hear us are not commonly willing to hear themfelves 
“* furpafs'd : As for me I am contented to fhew that I am not 
‘© altogether ignorant, when I happen to be with thofe that 
“¢ can’t bear in the leaft the Tone of a Mafter: I rather in- 
*© deavour to perfwade my felf that thofe with whom I con- 
** verfe are fo many Mafters able to inftru& me: With fucha 
“ Pexfwafion ‘tis a greater Pleafure to me to hear than to 
“ fpesk. When any Body tellsme a Hiftory, tho’ it be known 
** in all its Circumftances, yet it gives me more Satisfa@ion 
" than I fhould have, if I did interrupt the Perfon that relates 
** it, to let him know that I am not ignorant of it: I fhould 
** make him uneafie by interrupting him ; whereas if I let him 
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 fpeak, he enjoys the Pleafure of fancying that he teaches 
“© me fomething that I know not: Iam well contented be- 
“ caufe I am fure that he will be better pleas’d with me, 
‘“* than if I feemd to be better inftruéted. To conclude, £ 
“ am far from affecting to furpafs any Body ; on the contra- 
“ ry, in order to be fuch as I ought to be with refpe& to 
* others, I put ‘em, as much asI can, ina way of appearing 
“¢ fuch as they defire to appear. By fuch an obliging Beha- 
“ viour, we find that we never come out of a Converfation 
“¢ better pleafed, than when we can flatter our felves that 
“© others are pleafed with us. 

On the Sixth Maxim above mention'd, he has the following 
Refle&ion. 

‘“* They who confide in one another, fpeak with freedom ; 
“they are not conftrained; they do mutually open their 
“¢ Hearts, and declare their Mind; nothing can ftop the courfe 
“¢ of their free Converfation, fo that they continue, as much 
** as they can, that-fweet and agreeable Commerce. But when 
“© Men defign to fhew a great deal of Wit, the Attention that 
** is required for-it, occafions a Drinefs which foon puts an 
* end to the Converfation : Hence it is that the freeft Con- 
“¢ verfations are moft amufing , becaufe they may be more 
‘¢ eafily kept up. On the Contrary, a Studied Converfation 
** is neither acceptable to thofe who hear it, nor glorious to 
*¢ thofe that fpeak: I had rather read a Book, I can leave 
“ ic at any time, without any Inconveniency, when I am 
‘¢ weary of it. 

By. this time the Reader (we prefume) is fatisfied that our 
Author (whoever he was) had ftudied the World and the Hu- 
mors of Mankind, and was perfeétly well vers’d in the Mea- 
fures of Converfation. | : 

It only remains, for us, to acquaint the Reader that the 
Article which concludes the Book, namely , Zhe Comforter ; 
contains befides Maxims with their refpective Reflections, after 
the Method of the other Heads ; It containt , I fay, feveral 
feparate Reflections calculated for comforting a Man’s Self un- 
der the various Accidents of Life and the divers Kinds of Ad~ 
verfity ; as well as under the Influence of the various Paffions 
that are apt to torture and diftract the Mind. Thefe make 
above a Third Part ef the whole Book, and contain fuch Confi- 
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derations as the Reader will own to be Proper and Ufeful. To 
give two or three of his Strictures upon Fear. 

“ | give as little hold ( ays our Author) as 1 can to the Fear 
“ of certain or uncertain Events; I am contented to ftreng- 
“ then my felf by my RefleGtions againft thofe , which it is 
“ impoflible for meto avoid, and to fecure my felf by Pru 
“‘ dence from thofe, which are not fo certain, as the Grief 
© caus’d by Fear would be certain. Moft things do rather 
“ fright us than hurt us———He who fears to fuffer, fuffers 
“ already what he fears. There are no Evils but what are 
* finite, and have certain Bounds : Fear is the only unlimit- 
“ ed Evil.——J fhould be always an Unhappy Man did I fear 
“ any thing that may hurt me. 1 defire only to be Prudent, 
“ with refpeé to fuch things as may happen , and refolute 
“+ with refpec& to thofe that have happend.—— Is it Ne- 
‘© ceflary that I fhould prevent Evils, to haften a Grief which 
** I thal fear foon enough, when it comes, and to fpoil the 
“ Enjoyment of the prefent, by the Fear of what isto come ? 
© =e who makes himfelf miferable now, becaufe he will 
“ perhaps be fo one Day, muft needs be an Enemy to him- 
 felf.cmme=Of all the Uncertain things which I may fear, the 
“* moft apparent is not fo certain, as it is certain that I 
“ did not fall into all the Dangers which I feard. I am 
** not fo frighted with the Merit of other Men, as to trem- 
* ble with Fear in their Prefence; For though we be never 
** {o> much prepoflefs’d in favour of a Man of great Repu- 
“ tation, we need not frequent him long, to find out, that 
*© one muft abate a great deal of the Exaggerations of 
“© Fame, and that every Body has his weak Side, which 


* brings him as near the Vulgar, as he is far from it by 
“ his Merit. 
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An Epiftolary Difcourfe preeeding from the Scriptures and the firf 
Fathers, that the Soul ws a Principle naturally Mortal; but imsmor- 
talized attually by the Pleafure of Gody to Punifbment , or to Re- 
ward, by its Union with the Divine Baptifmal Spirit. Wherein 
is proved that none have the Power of giving this Divine Immor- 
talizing Spirit, fince the Apoftles, but only the Bifhops. By Henry 
Dodwell, 4.44. London, Printed for R. Smith, of the An- 
gel and Bible without Temple-Bar. 


R. Dodwell, the learned Author of the Treatife now 
before us, having in his Difcourfe concerning Marri- 
3s Out of the Peculiwm, and in his fecond Letter of Advice for 
heological Studies, made the Immortality of the Soul to be 
the Effeét of the Divine Spirit reftrain’d to them within the 
Covenant; a Gentleman, unknown to Mr. Dodwell, writ two 
Letters toa Friend of his, propofing fome Difficulties upon that 
Affertion, in which he miftakes Mr. Dodwell, as if he had fup- 
pos’d the atual Mortality of all out of the Pecwhium. This 
gave Occafion to the writing of this Difcourfe, from which 
it will appear that the atual Mortality of all out of the Pecn- 
liam, neither is Mr. Dodwel?s Opinion, nor any Confequence of 
his Principles. 

The Epiftolary Difcourfe is ufher’d in with a long Premoni- 
tion containing the Fragments of thefe two Letters that gave 
occafion to the writing of this ; with a Difcovery of that Gen. 
tleman’s Miftake as to Mr. Dodwell’s Opinion 5 and a Re-capitu- 
lation and Explication of feveral Points relating to the Subjeét 
of the Epiftolary Difcourfe ; particularly, that the Right here 
infifted on of the Bifhops alone for conferring the Spirit de- 
ftroys all Right to the myftical Heavenly Communion, in them 
who are divided from their Refpective Bifhops , And that this 
dependance on Epifcopacy for receiving the Spirit concerns 
the Cafe of all Separatifts from Epifcopacy, as well as Enthd- 
fiafts. - The Premonition concludes with an Applicatory Ad- 
drefs to the Separatifts, intreating them to confider the Rea- 
fons, here offer’d, impartially ; Anda Hypothefis recommen- 
ded by Mr. Dodwell, as the beft, 3 the Sacerdotal Abfolution 
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its being neceflary for the Remiffion of Sins, even of thofe 
who are truly Penitent. , 

Thefe we have only mention’d, meaning to referve what 
room we can for the Epiftolary Difcourfe it felf. 

in the Epiftolary Difcoure he firft argues from the Apoftle’s 
Reafoning, 1 Cor. ts. that the vy# is a mortal Principle, and 
is all that we derive from the Earthly Adam, whofe eixay it is ; 
and that Immortality or the title to Refurre@ion from the 
Dead is only owing to Chrift, and fo cannot be due to thofe 
who neither were nor were qualified to be 4is, that.is to have 
his Spirit. But in regard all who profefs Chrift are faid to be 
in Chrif, tho’ they do not live anfwerably to their Profeffion, 
as Fudas is faid to be given to Chrift by his Father, and thofe 


who denied the Lord are faid to be bought by him 5 upon 


this Confideration he makes this Immortality to reach all that 
have been actually profelyted to the Chriftian Religion, and 
all that have the Gofpel preach’d to them; it being no hard 
dealing in God to oblige all that hear the Gofpel to intitle 
themfelves to eternal Rewards under the Penalty of Eternal 
Punifhments ; and accordingly the Topick of future Judgment 
is us'd as an Argument to oblige Profelytes to imbrace the 
Gofpel. But it do’s not appear, fays our Author, by the Ac- 
counts of that general Judgment given in the Gofpel, that 
any were-concern’d in that Judgment befides thofe who had 
warning of that Judgment, by having the Gofpel preached 
to them. : 
That Eternal Punifhment was only denounced againft thofe 
who had been of the Gofpe], he argues From the Form of Pro- 
ceeding in the General Judgment. The Rewardablenefs and 
the Punifhablenefs are always adjudg’d upon the account of 
Chrift. In as much a ye hawe done it to one of the leaf of thefe 
my brethren, ye bave done it unto me, Mat. 25-40. Iu as much 
as ye did it not to the leaft of thefe, ye did it not to me, verf. 45. 
Thefe Forms could never affeét Perfons who had never heard 
of the Revelations of the Gofpel. Yet I exclude not, fays 
Mr. Dodwell, the good Deeds and Sins of the Fews before 
Chrift’s coming , from thofe Rewards and Punifhments - for 
Chrift as their aéyes was their Governour then, as their Go- 
vernment was Theocratical, which wasa favour granted then 
to no other Nation but theirs. For the Father was not fup- 
pofed to govern them immediately, but to have committed 


all 











for Febwarp, 1706. Ie 67 


ail Judgment to the Son. But thofe who knew nothing of 
Chrift can’t be concern’d in the Judgment. The Fews who 
liv’d before the Gofpél and could not hear, were yet intitled 
to the Spirit in Reverfion, and fo might be intitled to the 
Confequences of the Spirit ; one of which was to make them 
Immortal in the State to which they fhould be intitled by the 
ufe of their free Will, whatever that State was whether of Re- 
ward or Punifhment. - 

The Gentleman who wrote the Letters that gave occafion 
to this Difcourfe, having objeéted that Text, Aéts 18. 31. of 
God’s judging the World in Righteoufnefs, our Learned Au- 
thor anfwers, that the word World implies no more than thofe 
who had heard the Revelations of the Gofpel ; as the Apo- 

les were the Light of the World, that is, not thofe who lived 

efore, but thofe who heard their Inftruétions : The whole World 
which is more comprehenfive than the World is faid to be gone 
after our Saviour, Fob. 12. 19. and yet that could import no 
more than thofe who lived in his time and heard his Preaching. 

The fame worthy Gentleman having obje&ed for the fame 
purpofe from Heb. 9.27. That it is appointed for all men once 
to dye, and after that the Fudgment ; and the Inference from 
thence that the Judgment muft be c4que late patens as the 
Death : Mr. Dodwell makes this Anfwer, “‘ Your Text wants 
*¢ the Univerfal Particle, on which your ‘Argument is ground- 
* ed: The words are , Kai xa? dcov amonerrae reis avbewarors 
<6 Sarak amoavev, usle Sé retro Keisss. Nor do's the force of 
“ the Apoftle’s Argument require it. The Emphafis lies on 
© the Particle ¢wa£, that is fufficient to fhew what the Apo- 
“ ftle collects in the following Verfe. That it was not re- 
“¢ quifite for Chrift as a Man, to die any more than once: 
“ But that as other Men, after that one Death, were to be 
‘* judged; So Chrift alfo, after his Paflage through that one 
«© Death, had no farther part of his mediatorial Office to be 
“© perform’d by him, but that of his fhare in the Judgment, that. 
“ of a Judge on the Tribunal, not that of ordinary Men, as 
““ Criminals at the Bar. The whole Strefs of this Argument 
“ lies on thefe two, things: That the Death was to be but 
« once, and that Judgment was to follow after it. | 

In farther Confirmation of the foregoing Affertion, That the 
Eternal Punifhments do not affeét thofe who never heard of the 
Gofpel ; he pleads, That the Scripture plainly fuppofes a great 
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Difference between the Punifhment of them who never had 
heard of the Gofpel, and thofe who had heard of, and rejected 
it. He argues trom Ads 17. 30, 31. and Ads 14. 16. That 
God did not oblige all Nations, as well as his Peculinm, to 
Worfhip himfelf, before he had reveal’d his Pleafure to them ; 
nor refolve to Punifh them for not doing fo with Eternal Pu- 
nifhments. The Words, he takes it, imply, That while the 
Supreme God was d@yrasés, he excufed them from that Duty 
upon the account of their Ignorance; but that after the Pro- 
mulgation of his Pleafure, they were not to expec the like 
Indulgence ; and fo their Concern in that Judgment, commenc’d 
from the time of the Promulgation of the New Law. From 
2 Pet. 2. 21, Matth. 11. 21, 22, 23, 24. Luke 10. 12, 13, 
14, 15. he concludes, that the Punifhment of the yuxa, and 
of thofe who were only Phyfical, would not extend to the Out- 
ter Darknefs and the Nethermoft Hell, which was to be the 
Share of thofe who were Paeumatical, whom the hearing of the 
Gofpel had made liable to the Punifhment of. Hell ; And thou 
Capernaum, whieh art exalted unto Heaven, fhalt be brought down 
to Hell. | 

Here he proceeds to fhew, from feveral Texts, That Hell is 
in a peculiar way, the Reward of Unbelievers; and that the 
two States coacern’d in the General Judgment, one on the 
Right, and the other on the Left Hand of Chrift; one lifted 
in the Service of, and fighting for Chrift, and the other'declar- 
ing for the Devil, are thofe who haveimbraced, and thofe who 
have disbeliev'd the Revelations of the Gofpel, when fufficient- 
ly propofed—Quoting Luke 12. 46. He obferves, That the 
Unbelief there {poken of, is not the fiducial Recumbency on the 
Mercies of Chrift, as they fancy, who are fulleft of the Texts 
that mentionit ;, but the Disbelief of the Revelations of the 
Gofpel, where they are fufficiently propos’d. 

As to the Place of St. fobn 5. 28, 29. where all that are in 
their Graves are faid exprefly to have their Shares in One of 
the Two Final Sentences of the laft General Judgment ; either 
the Refurrection of Life, or the other Refurre@tion of Damna- 
tion: Heanfwers, That nothing can be concluded from the 
univerfality of the Expreflions, it being ufval with the Eaftern 
Writers to ufe thefe large Expreflions, when they mean no 
more by them, than was requifite for the Occafion on which 
they ulethem, Thus the Gibeomites told David, They would 


have 
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have sone of Saul’s Houfe, and yet immediately demanded Seven 
of his Pofterity, 2 Sam.21. 4, 6, 9. Obadiah faid, 1 Kings 18. 
1o. There was #o Nation or Kingdom, but what 4bab had vi- 
fited in queft of the Prophet Elijab ; which is certainly meant 
of the Nations bordering on that of the Ten Tribes. St. Pal 
thanks God, 1 Cor. 1. 14, that he Baptiz’d none but Cri/pas and 
Gains, and yet owns, uv. 16. he Baptiz’d alfo the Houfhold of 
Stephanus. In thefe and other places, Limitations were intend- 
ed, tho’ the Words were indefinite or general, not intimatin 
any Limitations. As to fobs 5, 28. It was perfedtly fatisfacto- 
ry, fays our Author, if all thofe who heard him preach thofe 
Words fhould rife out of their Graves, and fhould be adjudg’d 
to one of thofe States of a Refurrection to Life, or a Refur- 
rection to Damnation. That was fufficient to oblige his Audi- 
tors toimbrace his Doétrine on both the Inducements, by which 
Law-makers fecure the Obedience of their Subje&s, of Rewards 
aud Punifhments. 

Our learned Author comes next to fhew, That this Doérine 
of deriving Immortality from the Divine Spirit, is perfea&ly 
agreeable to the Notions receiv'd by the Jews in the Apoftoli- 
cal Age. The Platonical Philofophy being receiv d in the Apo- 
{tolical Age, even among the Fews, he obferves, That the P/4- 
tomical Nés, or Abyos, which they diftinguifh'd from their ¥uxa, 
agrees exactly with the Notions of the New Teftament 5. oaly 
the Sacred Writers, more frequently call that avadue, which 
the Plarensfts call Adyes, Or Nés , the Reafon of which is manifelt, 
becaufe the Scriptures afcribe that fuperior Power in Man to 2 
Divine Breathing, Ges. 2. 7. After, purfuing the Parallel be- 
tween the Platonical Doctrine, and that of the New Teftament, 
he fhews the fame to be agreeable to thofe Heathen Originals,. 
from whence the Phrafes of the- New’ Teftament,, concerning 
this Matter, are deriv’d.. That done, he aflerts the fame Do- 
rine to be own'd by S. Fufin Martyr, Tatian, S. Trenam, Athim 
nazoras, Theophilus Antiochenus, and Tertullian, who took theSoul 
to be ex traduce, tho’ -heown’d the Aéfual Immortality of the Soul. 
Speaking of that Adiual Immortality, he adds ;.‘* Thisythe Car~ 
“* tefians may perhaps take for an Argument of its Natural Ime 
“ mortality, who think its DiftinGion from Matter, a fufficient 
“ Proof of its Independence on Matter, and, .confequently, of 
“ its Natural. Immortality, But they can never, prove that/no~ 
“ thing but Modifications of Matter can depend on, Matter; 
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‘e as to their Being and Prefervation. The Reafoning is far 
* from being felf evident; nor was it ever (that I know of) 
“ sranted by any before Defcartes. 

He fets forth, That Tertullian’s Opinion, tho’ generally de- 
ferted in the end of the Fourth Century, ( when the Opinion 
that favour’d the Natural Immortality of the Soul began) yet 
was not, even then, condemn’d: ‘That Tertullian is very full 
in aflerting the Natural Mortality of the Soul ; that he derives 
the Human Soul trom the Flatus Vite in Genefs, and diftinguifhes 
this Flatus, or Mvod, from Spiritus, or Myeve, the only folid 
ground for the Claim of Immortality 5 that he afcribes proper 
Immortality, ayfévynroy, to God alone; and a precarious Immor- 
tality, to the Soul depending on the arbitrary Pleafure of God, 
or the Reception of the Spirit. He adds, That Origen knew 
no Tradition of the Church in his Age, againft that Opinion 
of Tertulliax, tho’ himfelf differ'd greatly from it 5 no, nor 
Pampbilus, nor Eufebius: That St. Cyprian owns the fame Di- 
ftinction between our firft Birth, by which wereceive our Souls, 
and the fecond Birth, by which we receive the Spirit: That 
Arnobius owns our Souls Mortal in their own Nature, and Im- 
mortal only by the Spirit: That Latantins is of the fame 
Mind: That.St. Athanafius owns the Natural Mortality of the 
Soul, and afcribes its Adéual Immortality to the Spirit receiv’d . 
from the asyes * That St. Athanafius, and the Catholick Church 
with him, prove the Neceflity of our Saviour’s afluming, even 
the Supreme Part of our Human Souls, againft the Apclmarifts, 
that even that might be refcu’d from AGual Mortality : And that 
this Diftinction between Soul and Spirit was fuppos’d in the 
Difputes with the Hereticks, from the Days of the Apoftles 
themfelves. | 

After purfuing thefe Heads (which we have only room bare- 
ly to mention) he fets forth, That the Do@rine of the Natural 
Mortality of the Soul thus explain’d can have no II] Influence on 
our prefent Practice: And confidering that the common Diflike 
of Mr. Dodwel's Dorine is grounded on this Head, we fhall here, 
for the fatisfafion of the Reader, infert the Author’s own 
Words. % : 

_ . Itis withal,’a farther Confideration (our Author fpeaks) for 
*" removing Prejudices againft this Do&rine, that it leaves all - 


“* Obligations, ‘relating to Praétice, as firm as it finds them. 


“ Criminals can derive no Confidence for perfevering in their 
| ill 
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ill Courfes from the Natural Mortality of their own Souls, 
“* whilft they are withal affired, that they thall be Afuslly Im- 
“© mortal, no more than they can promife any Eafe in their E- 
“ ternal Torments after the Day of Judgment ; becaufe their 
““ Bodies are without queftion Mortal saturai/ly, if God had been 
“*’ pleas’d to leave them to theirown Nature. His aé/za/lly im- 
“* mortalizing their Bodies to Punifhment, makes their Cafe as 
“¢ formidable in that regard, as if they had been Immortal of 
“* their own Nature. The Cafe is the fame with their Souls, 
Their Adual Immortality is alfo fufficient for eternizing their 
“ Pain ; And their adualy fubfifting after the Death of their 
*€ Bodies, expofes them to the fame Sufferings, even in the In~ 
“* terval between their Death and Refurredtion, as their Natural 
“© Immorrality would. (Thus Immortality of Punilhment (as we learn 
from Mr. Dodwel's Premonition) is rather to be afcribedto the Divine 
Pleafure, than to the Divine Spirit, which is the Original of the Im- 
mnortality of Happinefs; and the Tivey, or Soul, common to all Men, 
tho’ waturally Mortal, does not fo depend om our Grofs Organical Bodies, 
a that it muft neceffarily perifh on its Diffolution from the Body, for 
then it goes upwards, etiaey | to the Lord that gave it; that is, into 
the Air, the dd us of Human Souls, and do's mot ceafeto be, till God 
ceases to breath st 5 then indeed it ceafes to be, as being a Flatus imm- 
mediately depending upon God, and unable to continue its Duration by 
the Powers given st at its firft Production, and the Continuance. of thofe 
General Influences which are requifite for the fupport of Created Beings 
in general, [0 that its Immortality is perfectly arbitrary.) None who 
“ are concern’d in thefe Punifhments, (to return to our Author's 
“* ooyn Words) can gather any Security to themfelves from this 
“< Dotrine of the Soul’s Natural Mortality thus explain’d. All 
“ that can be pretended, is, That fewer will be concern’d in 
“* them, than are commonly conceiv'd to be. And that, me- 
“ thinks, fhould rather be taken for an Advantage than any 
«© Inconveniency, if none be hereby tempted to be fecure, when 
“ really they are not fo, and of that there isno danger. They 
“* who are really fecure by thefe Principles, are they who never 
“ heard, nor could hear of the Gofpel ; and they, in general, 
“ who liv’d before the New Revelation, mention‘d by St. Pawt, 
“ obliging all Men, from that time forward, of whatfoever. 
* Place or. Nation, to receive the Gofpel as foon as it 
“ be fufficiently promulg’d ang, pentane tothem. (We learn 
from our Authors Premonition, feveral Paffages in the — 
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lary Difcourfe, that be is of the Opinion, the Devil was not prs- 
claim’d a Publick Enemy till the Promulgation of the Gofpel ; and 
before fuch Notification, Communication with the Devil could be ao 
otherwife culpable, than converfing with an ill affected Subject, before 
be is declared a Rebel, or his Difaffection notified by Publick Proclama- 
tions: So that the perpetuating of Human Nature for Punifhment, 
could not be juftly inflicted till this Publication of God's Pleasure, that 
be judg’d the Devil a Publick Enemy , and that all who did not joym 
the Body inftituted by bimfelf, flou'd be taken for Affociates of the 
Devil, and punifh'd accordingly, with the Tartarean Fire, prepared for 
the Devil and bis Angels, not prepared for Men ; for if thofe Angels 
bad not fallen, there bad been no Hell at all, and tis by vertue of 
joyning with the Devil and thofe Angels, that Men intitle themfelves 
so thofe Punifoments ehat are preternatural to them.) To refume the 
Thread of Mr. Dodwel’s Words: After fpeaking, as above, 
of thofe who lived before St. Pasl’s New Revelation, he pro- 
ceeds thus. “ But this is no Concern of the Age we live in; 
* nor is it poflible, that any one #ow, can hear of the Doétrine 
* | am {peaking of, without hearing of the Gofpel too ; becaufe 
“it is urg’d asthe Doétrine of the Gofpel. This being fo, 
“ there will follow this, Ithink, unavoidable Dilemma: They 
«* who never heard of this Dodirne, can’t poffibly make any 
“ Ti] Ufe of it; and they who do hear of it, muft alfo hear 
** of the Gofpel, and therefore can’t promife themfelves any 
“ fecurity , if they ftill continue Refractory for that very 
“ Reafon, becaufe they muft be fuppofed to have heard the 
** Gofpel. They therefore can promife themfelves by thefe 
** Principles, no fecurity at all ; how then can they be flatter’d 
“‘ into a falfe Security ? Their only true Security, is to be 
* warn'd of their Danger before it be irremediable ; and 
“ that will beft appear, by letting them fee how far their 
“ Cafe is from the Cafe of them, who can expect any Relief 
“ from this Do&rine of the Natural Mortality of Human Souls, 
** Where then is the Danger ? Where is the Abufe that can be 
* made of this Do&rine by them that hear it and impartially 
** confiderit? Ican forefee none that can be by any Rational 
* Confequence. And no Rational Perfon will make any Re- 
“ fponfible for Confequences that himfelf believes Irrational, 
This faid, he offers next to prove, That the Immortalizing 
Principle was generally believ'd not Ingredient. in the Nature 
ef the Human Soul, among the Heathens themfelves: That 
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the Primitive Chriftians ‘diflik’d the Doétrine of the Natural 
Immortality of the Soul, in Origen and Others; and reafon'd on 
Principles inconfiftent with the belief of it ; That the Immorta- 
lity of the Soul is a Revelation of the Goffel, and therefore not 
capable of being prov’d by Reafons from the Nature of the 
Soul it felf; That even the Jews, of the Apoftle’s Age ( tho’ 
many of them believ’d the Immortality of Human Souls yet) 
knew of no Divine Revelation that might aflure them of it ; 
That the Title to the Spirit, on account of the former Peculium, 
was perfeétly Arbitrary ; fo that they who are not Profelyte 
into that Peculium, feem to have been fo long left to their Na- 
tural Mortality ; that the univerfality of thofe who are menti- 
on’d, as concern’d in the Revelations fof the Gofpel, does not 
neceflarily include any more‘of the Gentiles, than thofe wholiv'd 
after the preaching of the Gofpel, and had heard it preach’d 
to them; that there is noneceflity that all who died in Adam 
fhould be Immortaliz’d by Chrift; the Text 1 Cor. 15, 22. im- 
porting only, that as a// who are in Adam die, foall who are 
in Chrift fhall be made alive, for the Concern of the Difpute 
was not whether all Men fimply, but whether they who were 
in Chrift fhould rife, as appears from the Objeétion of the 
Hereticks, who pretended the Refurrection was paft already, 
2 Tim. 2. 18. 

He infifts further, That the Apoftle intimates, Rom. 5. that 
in the fpace between Adam.and Mofes, they who had not the 
Spirit were left to their Actual Mortality : That the Light 
which inlightens every Man that comes into the World, is the 
even not the #retue : That the Dead in Chrif who are to Rife 
firft, are not opposd to the Dead out of Chriff , but to thofe 
who do not continue in him till their Death: That they who 
knew of no Divine Law by which they were to be Judged, are 
fuppofed by the Apoftle, Rom. 2. 12. to perifh rather to be 
concerned in the Judgment relating to the Breakers of the Law, 
perifhing fignifying ceafing to be, rather than fuffering a pofitive 
InfliGion , for ’tis opposd to Fudged : That however, they 
might probably perievere in their Being till the Day of the 
General Judgment, their atually mortal Souls furviving their 
grofler Bodies fo long, or elfe how could the Men of Nineveh, 
or the Queen of Sheba rife up in Judgment? how could the 
Cafes of Tyre and Sidon, of Sodom and Gomorrab, be pronounc’d 
more tolerable, @c. in the Day of Judgment? But their ap- 
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aring at the Day of Judgment will be with no defign of con» 
on : them in he Judgment of the Day, but only in the Re- 
trofpective part of the Day, vindicating the Divine Providence 
in Relation to what had been tranfa&ted by. it formerly. In. 
which regard, that moft formidable Example of Divine Ven- 
geance on the Sodomites by Fire from Heaven, was not to be 
compared with the Punifhment of the meaneft Criminals un- 
der the Evangelical Difpenfation, on account of this fingle 
Confideration alone, that the. Fire of the Sedomites had.an end, 
and proceeded no x than that Generation; but the Fire 
prepared for Evangelical Criminals is Eternal. Here he takes 
notice, that Dr. Hammond conceives the Sodomites to be in Hel; 
but in regard that the Revelations of the Old Teftament inti- 
mate no Hell wherein any, but Devils were concern’d, con- 
cludes the aisvcey wig in St. Fade, to fignify Fire from Heaven; 
as a Preditive Symbol of the Fire referved for thofe who were 
guilty of the like Immoralities under the Gofpel. | 

His, next Advance, is, that the «ved which is in all Men 
(tho’ it be of a Divine Original yet) does not.make us actu- 


; ally Immortal but only difpofes.us for a Union with the Spi- 
: : . fit, Then he.came.to treat the Means.for conveying this Spi- 
4 rit ; and after offering, that before the Gofpel, no ordinary 
: Means were fettled for conveying it; and that by the terms: 
of the Gofpel Faith is requifite for. receiving it ; for which 
; Reafon, the Ancients, even of the Apoftolical Age, believed 


that our, Saviour preached to the Separate;Souls. of thofe who. 
; decedfed, before. the Incarnation ; Aflerts, That by Gofpel 
4 Water- Baptifw is alfo Neceflary for receiving. the Spirit, which. 

the Ancients believed to, have been given to the Sepérate 
Souls of them, who had no means of attaining it whem liv- 
ing ; and which:probably might be the Reafon of.the PraGice 
alluded, to. by, tin Snot ie of baptizing for the: Dead To evince 
the Neceflity, of Water-Baptifm, he quotes.our Saviour’s words, 
Mark 16, 16. He. that and, is baptized , fall be faved ; 
and concludes. from thence that Fsirb alone is not fefficient 
| Seciriey Sar: Gis, Sateaigan: - So honis (not only of the Spinie 
4 but of Water ag. the ordinary. means) is {aid to fave-us, 1 Pet 3. 
| 21. And our Saviour, fay a man be born. of Water andof 

tbe Spirit, &C. Fob, 3.5, From. the Apoftle’s. Reafoning, 1or. 
1529. Hf the, dead. rafe not at al, why are they then baptized for 
rhe dead = Hg. infers. that, Baptifia of. Water. has that. effed: in. 
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Contra-diftin&tion to the Baptifm of the Spirit, of intitlin 
them to the Bodily Union, or their being of one Body with 
Chrift ; for otherwife the Confequence will not hold, that if 
Chrift’s Body was raifed theirs muft be raifed alfo. The 
Apoftle argued againft the received Opinion that the Body 
was an improper Companion for a Soul mounted’ up to Hea- 
ven, and fo did not rife ; and for that end, after fhewing that. 
Chrift rais’d his own Body, he proves that the Chriftian Sa- 
craments were defign'd to make us one Body with him, as well 
as one Spirit; from whence it follow’d that if his glorified 
State required a Body, ours muft do fo too. 

His next Heads ot Difcourfe, are, That an Explicit Re- 
nunciation of the Devil is a third Condition neceflary for 
the Spirit ; which was alfo believed. performable in the Se- 
parate State, by thofe who could not know their Duty be- 
fore; That the Gentiles alfo were owned by Hermas to 
have receiv’d the Spirit by our Saviour’s Baptifm in their 
Separate State : That our Saviour’s Preaching was only to 
the Souls of the Fews, and that of the Apoftles to thofe of 
the Gentiles, according to Clemens Alexandrinur :' That no Pa- 
triarchal Covenant can oblige Pofterity to confent to Eternal 
Mifery : That God’s appropriating the old _Pecalium did not 
exclude the Gentiles, then living , from the benefit of the 
new Peculium relating to their Souls, the ews pretending to 
no Dignity of Souls above the Gentiles, both bearing the’Zimey 
of. Adam, and the Covenants with God concerning their Polte. 
rity only. as Bodies, erg de, 

Our allotted, Brevity obliges us to Skip over many other. 
Heads: So we fhali only ftay to acquaint. the Reader that our: 
Learned Author informs us, That this Spirit is the Principle 
of Myftical Unity , obliging all that receive it to depend on. . 
him bisn whom they originally received it; for which Rea= 
fon all Members.of Churches were. obliged to d on their 
Refpedtive Governours for the receiving of the Spirit; and the 
Spirit was not, in the earlieft Ages, thought derivable to any 
Members of the Churches, but from the Heads of thofe . 
Churches : And none but Bifhops were left by: the Apoftolical: 
Age in Pofleffion of this Power. of giving the Spirit,. which they 
did by Uné&:on, which none could confecrate befidethemfetves. 

As for the Proofs of thefe and the other Pofitions, the nar~ 


row Bounds to which we are confia’d.can’t receive.’em; 
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CAMBRIDGE cual 
UST Printed, C. Fulti Cafaris que extant Omnia ex Recen- 
J ficne Foannis Davifii Coll. Regin. Cantab. Socit, cum ejufdem 


Animadverfionibus ac Notws Pet. Ciacont, Fr. Hottomanns, 
Brantii, Dionyf. Vofii G Aliorum. Accefferé Met 


Sbrorum VII. 
brigie, Typis Academicis Impenfis 


‘Joan. 
brafis Graca 


Bello Gallico , nec non ‘Fudices Neceffarii. Canta- 
Foannis Oweni Typograpbi. 1706. 


4°. Pages 152. Befides Preface and Index’s. _ 
LONDON. Ss 
wft Printed, The Scripture Proofs of our Saviour's Divinity 
Explained and Vindicated, with an Examination of a late Dif- 
courfe concerning the Defcent of the Man Chrift Jefos from 
Heaven, together with his Afcenfion to Heaven again. By W. 
Sherlock, D.D. Dean of St. Paul's, and Chaplain in Ordinary. 


St. 


to Her Majefty. Printed for #. Rogers at the Sus againit 
Dunftan’s Church in Pleet-/treet. 


Of both thefe the Reader may expec fome Account in our 


next journal. 


Books Publifi'd this Month , and not Abridg?d. 


f \Ereslia, An Imitation of © 


Milton. Printed for Tho. 
Bennet. 


_A fhort Way with the Pa- 
pifts; Shewing what isthe moft 


Proper,and moft Effeétual Me- 
thod to extirpat 


the Satisfaétion of all Good 
and Moderate Men .of what 
Party foever, in a Dialogue 
‘between Mr. Zealom and Mr. 
Moderate. Printed in the Year 


1706. < 
The Meafures of Submiffion 
to the Civil Magiftrate con- 


fider'd, in Defence ot a Ser- 





€ Popery, to — 


mon Preach'd before the right 
Honourable the Lord Mayor, 
Aldermen and Citizens of Lon- 
dom, Sept. 29. 1705. By Benj. 
Hoadley , Re&tor of St. Peter’s 
Poor. Printed for Tim. Child. 
The Review and Obfervator 
Review'd, with fome Obferva- 
tions thereon,By a Lay Man of 
the Church of England. Printed 
for F. Nutt. 

_ A Geographical and Hifto- 
rical Account of Barcelona. 
Printed for F. Nutt. 

The Letters of Monfieur 
L' Abbe de Bellegarde to a Lady 





for Febmwary, 1706. 


of the Court of Frasce, on 
fome- Curious and Ufeful Sub- 
je&s : Done into Engh{b. Prin- 
ted for George Straban, 

A Memorial difpers’d in Hol- 
~ Jand by an Emiflary of France, 
containing Overtures towards 
a General Peace ; with an An- 
{wer to it. Done out of French. 
Sold by Benj. Bragg. 

The Dog in a Wheel, A 
Satyr; with the Character of 
a Difinterefted, Peaceable and 
Loyal Stat--n, in Oppofition 
to that of a. Bufy, Turbulent 
Sp---king Peer. Sold by the 
Bookfellers. 

Critical Remarks on Mr. 
Row’s Laft Play, call'd Ulp/fes. 
Sold by B. Bragg. 

England's Glory , A Poem. 
Perform’d in a Mufical Enter- 
tertainment before Her. Maje- 
{ty on Her happy Birth-Day. 
Sold by 3. Bragg. 

The Moderation, Juftice and 
Manners of the Review, Ex- 
emplify’d from hisownWorks. 
Sold by B. Bragg. 

Cuckoe, or the Diftin@ion 


of High and Low Church Re 
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hearfed, with fome Reflections 
on the High Church Plea of 
Zeal. Sold by B. Bragg. 
Reafons for a Union be- 
tween the Kingdoms of Eng- 
land and Scotland. Sold by 
B, Bragg. 
The Do@rine of Baptifm: 
A Sermon on St. Matth. 28. 
19, 20. wherein the- Baptifin 
of the Church is -Defended 
againft the Objections both of 
Anabaptifts and Quakers... By 
Kdward Lapworth, M.A. Re- 
Gor of Lapworth in Warwick- 
fhire. Printed for A. and 7. 
Churchill. | 
A Sermon Preach’d on.St. 
Stephen’s Day hefore the Right 
Honourable the Lord Mayor, 
Aldermen, &c.' of the City of 
York;occafion'd by the Erection 
of a Charity-School, for the In- 
ftruétion and Maintenance. of 


Forty Poor Boys and Girls. | 


Publifh’'d at the Defire of the 
Lord Mayor , Aldermen, &e. 
By ‘fobn Bradley, M. A. Re- 


_ Gor of St. Mary Bifhopwel, the: _ 
Elder. Printed for A. and ,. 


Churchill. 
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